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THE BAPTIZ ING 
O F 
INFANTS 


Reviewed and Defended. 


The Introduttion, 


Aving, by Gods help, paſt through many ſtadia 
in theſe agones y and therein paid ſome degree of 
obedience to the precept of Chriſt, Mat. 5. 41. and 
withall to S. Peters directions of rendring an 4c- 
| count of the Faith which is in , mn A. 
even to him that moſt anneceſſarily requires it; There is yet re- 
maining one matter of diſcourſe, wherein ſome ſeeming ingage- 
ment lyes upon me, occaſioned by the Reſolution of the 35 Quaære, 
concerning Infant Baptiſme; For to this Mr. Jo: T ombes hath 
offered ſome anſwers in the three laſt Chapters ot his Bool intitled 
Antipedobaptiſm. 
2. What 1 have thought meet to return to theſe, might, I ſuppoſed, 
have been not unfitly annexed by way of appendage to that of 
Feſtivals; the treatifes of Feſtivals and Infant Baptiſme being 
ſo neerly conjoyned in the firſt draught or monogramme, that the 
defence of them (which may in ſome degree paſſe for the Zwagupn- 
ors | ought in congruity to be contrived into the ſame table allo. 
But the length of this A»/wer hath diſſwaded that, and the defice 
that the Reader may havc no taskes impoſed on him but by his 
own. choice, hath adviſed the publiſhing this by it ſelf, with ſome 
hope that this may conclude his trouble, and that this nem year 
may not bring me ſo many occaſions of ſuch coxteſt, as che laſt 
hath done. 


A 2 CHAP. 


A Defence of 


Caa% 3 


07 Baptiſme among the Jewes. 


Sect. 1. 


Probations more and leſs perfet. The uſe of Circumciſion to 
this queſtion of P edobaptiſme. As alſo of Chriſt's reception 
of children. Childrens coming and believing, Mat, 18. Chil= 
dren ſinners, 


1. 1 foundation of Mr. Tombes's returns to me he is pleaſed 
to lay in ſome words, which he hath recited out of 5. 23. of my 
Reſolution of the * Quere, where I ſay, that there no need of 
laying much weight on this, or any the like more imperfett wayes 
of probation, the whole fubric k being (ufficiently ſupported and 
built on this baſis (the cuſtomary baptiſmes among the Jewes ) 
and that diſcernible to be ſo, if we conſider it firſt negatively ,then 
poſitively, 

Io this he begins his Reply with theſe words, I /ike the Do- 
Cors ingenuity in his waving the imperfett wayes of proving In- 
fant Baptiſme, viz, the example of circumciſion, Gen. 17. of bapti- 
Ling 4 whole bouſhold, Act. 16. 33. Chriſts reception of little 
children, Mat. 19. 14. Mar. 10. 16. and doubt not to ſhew his 
own to be no better then thoſe he relinquiſheth, | 

To this introduction of his I ſhall make fome Rep in a gene- 
rall reflex ion on the Treatiſe which he undertakes to anſwer, and 
begin wich diſclaiming his good words and approbation of my in- 
genniry, aſſuring him that he is wholly miſtaken in theſe his firſt 
ines and that I do in no wiſe rel/inquwiſhthoſe wayes of probation 
by him taken notice of, nor ſhall fo far deſpi/e the authority and 
aides of the ancient Church writers, who have made ule of them, 
as wholly to »eg left the force and virtue of them. And I thought 
it had been to him viſible, that I have made my advantage of 
every one of them §. 20, 21, 22. though I do verily think the 
foundation of this practice is more ficly laid in that other of pe wiſs 

Baptiſme, 


— 
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Infants Baptiſme. 


wo 


Bapti/me „which belonged to all, both Jews, and proſe/ytes chil- 
dren, females as well as males, whereas circumcifion belorging 
to males onely, was in chat and ſome other reſpects a /e/s per feds 
baſis of it. 

Meanwhile, for the clearing of this whole matter, it muſt be 
remembred that probations are of two ſorts either /e/s or mort per- 
fe, thoſe I call leſs perfect, which though they have full force 
in them, as far as they are uſed, yet are not of ſo large an extent 
as to conclude the whole matter in debate, which others that are 
more perfect may be able to do. 

I ſhall apply this to the matter before us. The iuſtituting of the 
Sacrament of circumciſion among the ewes, and the expret5 com- 
mand of God that the children of eight daies old ſhould by this 
rite be received into Covenant, is an irrefragable evidence that 
thoſe may be cipable of receiving a Sacrament, who have not 
attained to years of underſtanding the nature of it, that children 
may be received into Covenant with God though they are not per- 
ſonally able to andertakę or performe the condition of it, and then 
that argument will ſo far be applicable to Pedobapti/me, as to 
evidence the lamfulneſs and firneſs of it among Chriſtians, by 
this analogie with God's inſtitution among the Fewer, and ſo cer- 
tainly invalidate all the arguments of the Antipedobaptiſt (i. e. 
of Mr. Tombes) drawn from the incapacity of Infants, from 
the pretended neceſſicy that preaching ſhould go before baptizing, 
from the qualifications required of thoſe that are baptized, &c. 
For all theſe objections lying and being equally in force aga inſt 
circumciſing of Infants, it is yet evident tobe the appointment of 
God that every Infant of 8. days old ſhould be circumciſed, Gen. 
17:12.and the threat ning of God denounced againſt them · as tranſ- 


greſſors in caſe it be neglected, The uncircumeiſed manchild 
ſhall be cut off from his people, he hath broken my covenant, v. 14. 
And this the rather, becauſe the Apoſtle compares bapti/me of Chri- 
ſtians with circumciſion, Col. 2.11. 12. In whom ye are circum- 
ciſed buried with Chriſt in baptiſme, I ſidor Peluſiote, l. 1. 
Ep. 125. n feannuerO Ti Nerf leduie, ixixenrm , the 
Jews uſed circamcifion in ſtead of baptiſme, whereupon S. Epi- 
phanius ſtyles Bapt i ſne wejanto mernuld the great circumciſion, 
and S. Auguſt ine to them that require a divine amthority whereby 
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Defence 


to prove the bapti/me of Infants, renders this of the * Jewiſh 
circumciſion , ex qua veraciter conjiciatur quid valeret in par- 
vulu Sacramentum Baptiſmi, whereby true judgement may be 
made what force the Sacrament of Baptiſme may have in Infants. 
And in like manner 1/idore l. 1. Ep.125. where upon conſiderati- 
on of the Angel coming, to Kill Moſes becauſe of the childs 
not being cirexmeiſed, he concludes, owefaians mx mudia Ga- 
owury Let us make haſte to baptize our children. 

Yet becauſe what is thus evidenced to be lawful, and agree- 
able to divine appointment in the old Teſtament, is not thereby 
prelently proved neceſſary under the New ( Chriſt might ocher- 
wile have ordained, if he had pleaſed, and from his ordinance one- 
ly, as that was underſtood by his Apoſtles and by them delive- 
red to the Church, the neceſſity of our obedience, and lo of Bap- 
tizing Infants, is completely deduced) therefore it is, that il 
mentioned this, as a more imperfect way of probation, in reſpect 
of the iatire concluſion, which I undertook to ma ke, viz. not 
onely the lawfulneſs, but the duty and obligation, that lies upon 
us to bring our Infants to Bapriſme ; which by the way, was 
much more then was neceſſary (the ſhewing the lamfulneſi be- 
ing ſufficient, and the example of circumciſion being competent) 
for the diſproving the prerex/ſions of the Antipedebapriſt, and ſo, 
ex abundanti, an act of Swpererogatory probation, in relation 
to Mr. T. 

The ſame is appliable in ſome degree to the other waies of pro- 
bation, which he ſuppoſeth to be relinquiſot by me, eſpecially to 
that of Chriſt's behaviour to little children, commanding to /uffer 
them to come unto him (who yet were no otherwiſe able to come 
then as they were brought, and as now they come to the font for 
baptiſme) and embracing and laying on his hands and bleſſing 
then: But this is competently ſer down, and the force of it, how 
far tis argumentative, $ 22. . 

Onely I now adde, that that other place of Mat. 18, 6. where 
Jeſus ſpeaking of little children, uſeth theſe words, who ſo offen- 
deth one of theſe little ones that believe win me, it were-goou far him 
that a Mitſtone & c. may tend much to give us the full impor- 
tance and ſignification both of their coming to Chriſt, and of his 
commanding not to forbid them ( ſuch as will neerly concern 


every 


forme no other, in lies of a perſonal profeſſion, 


Infams Baptiſme. 


every A ntipedobaptift to take notice of”) For as in other places 
of the New Teſtament, the coming unto God an] Chriſt, is be- 
lieving on him, ſeeking to receivebenefit from him (as, He that 
cometh to me ſhall never hunger, and Come unto me all ye that are 
weary, and If any man thirſt let him come unto me and drink) 
ſo, it ſeems, by this place, that that coming of the geten little In- 
fants (for ſo they are called in the Parallel place Luk, 9. 47.) 
which they were capable of by the help of their parents or friends, 
is ſtyled by Chriſt the childtens believing, and ſo far imputed to 
them, as that upon that account the ſentence is very ſevere upon 
thoſethat ſhall ſcandalize them, reyulſe or diſcourage,or any way 
hinder chem in this their progreſs to Chriſt, though ic be but in 
the armes of other men. 


9. How fitly this is applicable to the ſtate of Infant, in teſpect of 


the guilt of original hin, under which they are bor», and for the 
remiſſion of which (and not onely for the entring into the King- 
dome of Heaven) the Fathers defined againſt the Pelagians, that 
baptiſme was neceſſary for them, I ſhall not need here co-inlarge, 
having formerly ſpaken to that head, Onely it may not be amiſs 
here to advert, that it was as reaſonable for the children to be 
called m5wWorles believers, who yet had no faith of their own, but 
one ly of their parents &c, to bring them to Chriſt, as for the 
fame children to be accounted ſinners (as undoubtedly they are) 
which yet never committed any act᷑ of fin, which made S. Augu- 
ſtine De verb: Apoſt: Serm: 14 (ay, Abſit ut ego dicam non credentes 
infantes, God forbid that I ſhnwld ſay that Ie are not believers, 
Credit in altero qui peccavit in altero, He believes by another who 
finned by another, dicitur, Credit, & valet & inter fideles baptiz.a- 
tos computatur, the Suſceptors ſay he believer, and ſo he ts reputed 
among the baptized believers. And this reputative faith the more 
reaſonably accepted by the Church, it being moreoyer evident by 
the bapti/me of Simon Magus, and of all hypocrites, that tis 
the profeſſion of faith, and not the poſſeſſion of it, which is requi- 
red as the qualification which authorizes the Church to admit 
them to bupriſene-; and that being performed. by the I»fanrs 
proxies in his nme, the Church after the forementioned example 
of Chriſt, may very lawfully accept it of thoſe, who can per- 
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10. Mean while this paſſage of Chriſt concerning children, though 


it be a certain evidence again againſt the Antipadobapt iſt, as hath 
been ſhewed, and I need no more then this one proof, if I were 
Ceſtizure of all others, to refute his pretenſiont, yer becauſe it con- 
tains no relation of Chriſts, or his Apoſtles baptizing infants, 
therefore I put it in the rank of the more imperfect probation ( in 
compariſon with that other way of probation, which I conceive, 
deduceth and concludeth the whole matter more intirely ) though, 
as tis evident $. 22. this was neither waved nor relinquiſht by 
me 


11. To this if I ſhall now adde, that it was my deſign in that re- 


— 


ſolution of the 2xere to inſiſt more largely on that way of pro- 
bation, which I dilcerned to be leſſe conſidered or inſiſted on by 
others, and yet to have perfect evidence in it, if it were duely ex- 
plained and improved as it was capable, and on the fame account 
thought I might ſpare to multipiꝝ words, where others had often 
inlarged, and therefore ſaid but little of thoſe common arguments 
or heads of probation, and yet ſufficient to reſtifie my neither wa- 
ving nor relinguiſhing them, It will then abundantly appear, 
how lictle 1 deſerved Mr. T. his good words, and how juſtly 
I renounce that title to ingenuity which he beſtowes upon me, 
being better pleaſed with his animadverſions on my dotages, as he 
after phtaſeth it, then theſe his e Jg his liberalities ro me 
by which be deſigned advantage to himlelt. 


Sect: 2. 


The neceſſity of Padob aptiſme depending on the poſitive part of the 
probation. The ſeverall ſorts of Anabaptiſts, Teſtimonies the 
onely proof of Inſtitutions, 


: B I proceed I muſt deſire the Reader to conſider two things, 


1. That the Jewiſh baptiſme is not by me ſer up as the com- 
— predf » but onely as the ground or foundation (which taken 
y its ſelf is always very imperfelt in reſpect of the whole fabrick, 


or building,) 2. That che perfect proof being ſet doyn to conſiſt 
5 of 
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Infant Baptiſme. 2 
of two parts, a negative and a peſitive, the firtt onely ſnewing the 


no incongruity or wnlawfalceſs of baptizing Infants, and the 
ſecond adding thereco duty and obligation, theſe two mult in all 
reaſon remain conjoyned in our diſcourſe, and not be ſo ſcve ed, 
or conhidered aſundet, as if I thou ght the former way of negative 
probation ſufficient to do the whole work' without the aſſiſtance of 
the latter; This I ne ded not have ſaid in relation to Mr. T. 
For the bare xegative conſideration (that there is nothing in the 
pattern whence Chriſts baptiſ me is copied out, nothing in the copie 
it ſelf, as far as Chriſt's words in the Goſpel, or the Apoſtles 
practice extend, & c.) is perfectly (ufficient to refute an an: ipædo- 
baptiſt (ſuch as he profeſſeth to be) who undertakes to ſhew the 
baptizing of Infants to be unlawful, but cannor pretend to ſhew 
it by any other way, but by producing ſeme either /aw or practice 
of Chrif or his Aoft1-s to the contrary, which he muſt be con- 
cluded unable to do, if ray Negative ſtand inyiolate ; But I chus 
inter poſe (and do it thus early ) becauſe the peſitive part, being 
indecd the principal, clpecially when it is alſo added to the veg. 
tive, doth not onely demonſtrate it lawfull, but duty, to offer and 
receive our Infants to baptiſme, the judgement and practice of the 
Univerſal Church for 1600 years, (received, as the Fathers 
with ore conſent teſtifie, from the Apoſtles, as the will of Chriſt 
himſelf) having this force acd authority over every meek ſon of 
the Church, that he may not without incurring God's diſpleaſure, 


Hofman the ſkinner in the Low Countries, to U be and Men- 9, £ Sed 

no of Friſeland, and Theodorick, UVbbo's ſon, and all their fol- Ap. 

lowers, which eicher then lived, and fer up in Germany, or are 

now revived, or copied out among us; This one deduRion'of. this 

practice (of baptizing Infants) from the Apeſtler, if it be ſolid, 

being abundantly ſ»fficievr to make an end of all controverſies of 
B this 
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A Defence of 


This kind, It being highly unreaſonable that an inſtitution of 
Chriſt's, ſuch as each Sacrament is, ſhould be judged of by any 
other rule (whether the phay/ſies or reaſons of men) but either 
the words wherein the inſt it ut ion is ſer down, or (When they, 
as they are recorded in the Scriprare, come not home to the de- 
ciding of the controverſies) by rhe records of the prattice, whether 
of Chriſt, or (becauſe he baptized not himſelf ) of the Apoſtles, 
howeyer conſerved or made known unto us. 

+ Ina word then, the caftomary baptiſme among the Jews be- 
ing firſt laid onely as the baſis and foundation ( which, as I ſaid, 
muſt be obſerved to differ from the whole building, being indeed 
onely, the firſt and moſt imperſect part of * evidently 
brought home and applied to every branch of the Chriſtian 
bapti/me, I defire Mr. T. will permit the 5aptiſme of our in 

fants to deduce and evidence it ſelf from the conſiderations, 
which are thereunto annexed , both negative and poſirive, and 
then make triall how he ſhall be able to demoliſh that ſtructure 
which is thus founded and ſupported; Meanwhile I ſhall now cou- 
fider the ſeverals of his exceptions, having premiſed thus much 


in generall. 


Sect. 3. 


0 


The Jewes Baptiſme of natives as well as proſelytes. Teſtimonies 
of their writers in proof thereof, Baptiſme among the heathens 
taken from the fewer. Among both from Noabs flood. The 
derivation of Chriftian from Jewiſh Baptiſme how manifeſted. 
Chriſts anſwer to Nicodemus. Baptiſme & Ale to the deluge. 
Gr. Nazianren's aud Macarius's reftrmonies. The Fathers 
meaning in affirming the Chriſtians baptiſme to be in ſtead of 
Circumcifion. The Lords & — — in the Jewes Poſt- 
caninum, yet in ftead of their Paſſeover. 


" A ND firſt hewill abbreviate and give che Reader the ſub- 
Is ance of my proof , which he conceives to be this, that the 
Fewer were wont when they admitted preſelytet to baptize them 


and their children. Here again at the entrance I muſt * 5 
that 


_— 


Infants Baptiſme, 


that his Epitome hath done ſome 5»jurie to the Book, left out 
one conſiderable, if aot principal part, vis, that which concer- 
ned the Native Jewiſs children, who were baptized as ſolemaly, 
as the Proſelytes and their children. 


2. This muſt be here taken notice of, becauſe Mr. T. makes 


haſte to aſſume the comrary, that the Jewes baprized not Jewes 
by nature, p. 306. that after the bapti/me Exo. 19. 10. the Jews 
did not bapti xe Tewes but onely proſelytes, p. 307, and ſo makes 
a ſhift to conclude, that by my arguing, the children of thoſe that 
were baptized in infancie ought not to be baptized, and fo that 
no infant of Chriſtian race, ot deſcended from Chriſtian anceſtors, 
1 now to be baptized, p. 308. no infants hut at the firſt comver- 
fen of the parent, p. 309. And this I was many moneths before 
the publication of his book, warned to expect from Mr. T. as an 
irceliftible a»/wer to my Way of deſending infant bapriſore, men- 
tioned by him in the pulpit, as ready to be pabliſhr, that by de- 
ducing the bapri/me ot Chriſtians from the Jewiſh caſtome of 
baptizing of proſclytes Þ had excluded all the chere of Chri- 
ſtian anceſtors from- our bapriſme, 

Bur as this was then a great ſurpriſe to me, who knew that 1 


3 had cleared that Indaical baptiſme to belong to the children of 


all native Iewes, as well as of proſelyres, ſo now | could not but 
wonder to find there was fo perfe& truth in that re/ation, which 
I had received, and have no more to lay, but to deſire che Reader 
to caſt his eyes upon that Treatiſe, and informe himſelf whether 
I have not as punCtually deduced from the Jewiſh writers the c- 
ftomery bapti/me cf native Iewiſh infants, as I have done the ba 
riſme of proſelyrer and their children, and indeed mentioned the 
former as the original from which the latter was to be tranſcribed, 
and fo as the foundation and groundwork of that other. 


4. Tis unreaſonableto recite here what is there ſo vi/ible, yet be- 


cauſe I ſee it is not taken notice of, but the contrary aſſumed for 
granted, and the chief weight of his 24 Chapter laid upon chat 
/nppoſirion, there is nothing left me to do in this matter, but to 
tranſcribe my words from that 6* g. whichare expreſſely theſe: 
, Firſtthen, Bapriſme or waſting of the whole body was a Iewifh 
ſolemnity, by which the native Fas were entret} into the coves 
nam of God made with them by Moſer, fo faith the Talmud tr: 
B 2 Repud: 


10 
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Kepud: Iſrael ot the Iſraelites do not enter into covenant but by 
theſe three things, by circumci ſion ion and b baptizing, 
and by peace offering. So in Gemara ad tit, Cherithoth, c. 2; your 
fathers, i.e. the [ewes of old time did not enter into the covenant 
nya N en n<& but by circumciſion and baptiſme, and in 
Iabimeth, c. 4. Rabbi Jeſbua ſaid, we find of our mother that 
they were baptezed ( yaw ) and not circumciſed, fo Maimo- 
nides tit: Iſuri bia, c. 13. By three things the 1/raclites entred 
into the covenant, by circumciſion, baptiſme and ſacrifice, and 
ſoon after, what was done to you, to the Jewes in univerſum, ye 
were initiated into the Covenant by circumciſion 11110 and bap- 


riſme and ſacrifice.” All theſe Teſtimonies there thus ſer down, 


and then how could I conclude leſſe then there I do, that nothing 
can be more clearly affirmed by them, i. e. by the Jewiſs writings 
of the greateſt authority among them, the Talmud, Gemara, and 
Aaimoniaes ? 

If this were not ſufficient, then follows 8 11. as a third thing 
obſervable in this baptiſme among the ewes, that the bapri/me of 
the natives was the pattern, by which rhe baptiſme of proſelytes 
was regulated, and wherein it was founded, and this made evident 
by the arguing, and determining the queſtion, in the Gemara, tit: 
Jabimoth, c. 4. after this manner, Of him that was circumciſed 
and not baptic.ed Rabbi Eliezer ſaid that he was a Proſel yte, be- 
cauſes ſaid he, we find of our Fathers (Abraham Ilaac—) that they 
were circumciſed but not baptiz.ed ; And of him that was baptized 
and not circumciſed Rabbi Joſua ſaid, he was a preſelyte, becarſe 
faid he, we find of our mothers that they were baptized and not 
circumciſed : But the wiſe men pronounced that till he were bap- 
tixed and circumciſed be was not a proſelyte, where the example 
of the Je wei is the rule by which the obligation of the proſelyres is 
meaſured. 

And the ſame is evident by the reaſon rendred by the Jewiſh 
writers of their baptix ing the proſelytes, which is generally taken 

them from that command, Numb. 15. 15. One ordinance ſhall 
be beth for. vo f thr, congregation , and alſo for the ſtranger 
(i. e. un the.proſehyte) that ſejourneth with you, an ordinance for 
ever. in your generations, 45 Je are, ſo ſpall the ſtranger be before 
the Lord,me law and one manner (i.e, one dle and one 4. 12 

ule 
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Luke 1. 6. one Law for moral duties, and one ordinance for ri- 
tuali or ceremonies) ſhall be for you and for the ſtranger that fe- 
journeth with you. Thus the Gemara tit: Cheritheth, c. 2. foun= 
deth the circumciſing and baptizing of proſelyres, upon thote 
words, As to you, ſo ſhall it be to the preſelyte. So Maimonides tit: 
Iſuri bia, c. 13. In like manner through all ages ad oft as a Gentile 
will enter into the Covenant, and receive the Yoke of the Law upon 
him, it waineceſſary that circumciſion and bapti/me ſbould be 
uſed for him. beſide ſprinkling of the ſacrifice, and if it were a 
woman, bapti/me and ſacrifice, According as it ts ſaid Numb. 15. 
15.) 4 to you, ſo alſo tothe proſelytes. 


8. Andyetfarther, as to the original of this bapti/me among the 


Tewes themlelves, the 12. 6. out of their writers de duceth it trom 
the time of giving the Law in Mount Sinai, Exo. 19. 10. when 
God, to prepare them for the receiving it, commands Moſes, Go 
to the people and ſauct iſie them to day and to morrow, and let thim 
waſh their clathes. So ſaith Maimonides Iſuri bia, c. 13. But 
bapti/me was in the deſart be fore the giving of the Law, according 
al it 15 ſaid, Thou ſhalt ſanttifie them— And that agrecable to 
what we read of Jacob to his honſehold, Gen, 35. 2. Put away 
the flrange Gods that are among yon, and be clean and change your 
garments (where being clean is anſwerable to being ſanttified 
or baptized, and changing to waſhing their garments ) ſo that as. 
the covenant made with Abraham was ſealed by circumciſion, ſo 
the giving of the Law which was the Covenant made by God 
wich all che people, was thought to be ſealed by baptiſme, and 
that the waſhing, if not of the whole, yet of ſome parts of the. 
body (ordinarily called PW ſanttifications) and the waſhing (or 


wearing clean) garments allo. 


9. And now Imay, I hope, aſſume, that not. onely there is per- 


felt truth in what I now affirme, that bapriſme among the Jenes 
belonged to their natives as well as to proſelyres (even to all tha: 
entred into the Covenant, and thoſe evidently were the lewi/h chil- 
drea as well as men) bur allo that this had before been evidenced 
in that Reſol: of the 4 Quere, which here Mr. T. hath been plea- 
ſed roexamine, and conſequently tha: it was no ſmall injuſtice, 
and #nkindneſs in him both to the reader, and to me, that he: 
would omit to take notice of it, but aſſume and build on it as a 
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thing yielded and granted him by my diſcourſe that the proſelyte- 
onely, and not the native Fewes were partakers of that Jewiſh 
baptiſme. 

This ſure was a ſtrange infirmity in an anſwer, and that which 
muſt needs have a ſpecial influence upon it, in ary impartial 
weighing, even ſuch an one, as will make it very unneceſſary for 
me to conſider any of his other conſiderati-ns which he hath offe- 
red in that matter, which muſt certainly have no force in them, 
when that which is ſuch a principal part of my arguing is fo 
perfectly omitted, and the contrary ſuppoſed by him. 

However I ſhall not refuſe to attend him in all his motion, and 
inquire whether there be any particular pitcht on by him, which 
may deſerve our farther conſideration, in order to the point in 
hand, that of Infant baptiſme among Chriſtians, 

And rt. faith he, Bapriſme, it ſcemt, was acnſteme of all na- 
tions as well as the Fewes, citing Grotius for it on Mat. 3. 6. and 
Mat. 28. 19. 

Of tte truth of this obſervation I ſhall raiſe no queſtiov, onely 
I wonder what he could phanſie from thence to conclude for his 
advantage. Certainly he will not hope by that argument to 
evince the negative, that it was not uſed among the Jewes, for 
how can the Gentiles, uſing it conclude, againſt all other evi- 
dence, that the _ did not uſe it? Nor can he pretend that 
Chriſt tranſcribed it from thoſe Gentiles, and not from the Fewer: 
for Chriſt preaching, as he was ſent, to the loft ſheep of the houſe of 
Iſrael, and dur axe ny, to them firſt, Act. 3. 26. and if not to 
them onely, yet in a far more eminent manner to them then to any 
others, and accordingly adapting his Reformation to the Jewiſh 
Religion, and lightly deducing ſo many other cuſtomes from the 
Tewes, and none from the Gentiles, can with no probability be 
conceived to deduce this from the Gentiles, rather then from the 
Tewes, eſpecially when (as Clement obſerves, "Exxlues #4 xat- 
lei, the heathens borrowed or ſtole both their learning, and their 
cuſtome from the Tewes, ſo) it is very obvious to imagine, that 
this of baptiſme, purgations and luſtrations might by thoſe hea- 
thens be borrowed from the Tewer, at leaſt by both of them be de- 
rived from the ſame common fountain, the ſonnes of Noah, in re- 
membrance of the delxge, according to that famous verſe — 
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the Greeks, Oanatart wauGe miyne 7 dy 3g te [ca ſweeps 
away all the evils of men, to which S. Peter alludes ia makin 
baprti/me the dyri71my to Noah's flood (as he hath himſelf cited 
it out of Grot ius,) and ſo in like manner ſome of the Fathers, 
as Athanaſius, in his ypur- &) iguny, mpd3. Tom. 2. p. 426. 
eon g ,b T3979 xSTUXIUTHUE tis bXKomIY 4 uagmias, The firſt 
baptiſme is that of the deluge for the exciſion of ſinnes. 

I}, And if neither of theſe be hence deducible, that it matters little 
what elſe hecandehgn to infer from it. And fo ſure there was 
ſome want of anſwers, when this (fo nothing to the matter on ei- 
ther ſide) was thought fit to march in the front of them. 

14. Under this head of anſwer, he preſently addes, that he doth 
not know that Dy. H. or any other hath alleged one paſſage in 
Ser ipture, or any of the Fathers, that might evince that the c- 
ſtome of baptixing, or baptiz.ing infants was derived from the 
lewes initiating proſelytes by baptiſme, 

15. . TothisI anſwer, 1. By asking Mr. T. whether he be ready 
to pay that reverence to the antherity of the Fathers, as to be 
concluded by their «ffirmations ? If he be, I wonder why the 
uni forme conſent of them, that infants are to be baptized, ſhould 
not prevaile with him: If he be not, why doth he mention this 
as uſef ull in this matter? 

16. But then 2. It muſt be adverted,that this one containing to 
quæſtions in it, 1. Whether this of initiatiug into the Covenant 
by bapti/me were à Jewiſh cuſtome? 2. Whether from thence 
Chriſt derived this rite of baptix ing of Chriſtians ? The for- 
mer of theſe was that which alone required proving, the latter 
being of it (elf evident, without farther probation, ſuppoſing one- 
ly that the Fathers teftified that to be Chriſt's inſtitution of 
baptiſme , which we find to have been thus agreeable to the 
praftice cuſtomary among the Jews. 

17. As for example, if it were made matter of doubt or queſtion, 
whether Chriſt derived the Cenſwres of his Church from the 
Jews, It will ſure be a ſufficient anſwer to the queſtion, if wee 
ſhall firſt find in the Jcwiſb writers their cuſtomer of Excomm- 
nication, and then from the Chriſtian writers find the like records 
of the Chriſtian caſteme, from the inſtitution of Chriſt, and 

the practice of his Apeſiler, delivered down unto us; For thoſe 
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two things being done, what need we any Farher*s aſſiſtarce or 
guidance, to lecure us, that Chriſt derived, and lightly changed 
this cu ſtume of E-cleſiaſticall cenſures in his ( hurch, from what 
he found in the 7: wiſh Sanhedrim ? 

In this matter *ciseaſy and obvious to object (as M. T. here 

doth about bapti/me) that excommunic«tion was a cuſtome a- 
mong other nations, as well as the pee, the deſcription of it 
among the Dr aids in Ceſar's Commentaries being ſo famous and 
notorious to every man: which yet will not ſure prevaile wich any 
reaſonable man, or make it neceſſary to produce the teſtimonies 
whether of Scriptures or Fathers, that C hriſt took it not from 
the Draids but the Fewes. The like might be inſtanced again in 
the inſtitution of the Sacrament of the Lords Supper in the 
Jews poſtcœnium, from which it is by light change deduced. 
19. Aniſoitis in this matter of bapti/me, the Jewiſh cuſtome 
of baprizing (not onely proſelytes and their children, but che 
Jewiſh natives, I thovght neceſſary to clear from the'moſt com- 
petent v itneſſes of their cuſtomers, the Talnuc, Gemara, and 
AMaimonides, the ſobereſt of their writer: ; And fo likewiſe in 
the ſecond place, the practice of che Chriſtian Church, as it is from 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles-deduced, and applied particularly to the 
Reſolution of our Yn:r', to the baptizing of Infant, I have 
cleared a ſo from ſome footſteps of it in the Script ure it ſelf, and 
from the concordant teſtimony of the Fathers of the Church. 
And havirg cleared-the!c two particulars, wherein all the difficul- 
ty conſiſted, I reed not ſure inquire of the opin'on of antiquity 
forthe dependence betwixt theſe two, or the derivation of one 
of them from the other, the very lineamrnts and features acknow- 
ledging and ownirg this progenie to ha ve come forth from that 
ftockgchis ff ream to have been derived from that fountain, without 
any te, moni alt to certiſie it. 

Ard yet 37. After all chis. I demand whether Chrift*s words 
to Nicodemus, Jih. 3. mentioned 8. 8. be not an evidence 
from Scripture it ſelf of this very matter, the derivation of the 
Chriſtian from the Jen ſh baptij me; when upon Chriſt: diſcourſe 
on that ſubject. that exupr a man be regenerate of water and of 
the ſpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdome of Ged, ard on oc- 
caſion of Nicodemus s objection againſt this v. 9. Ieſus anſwered, 

Art 
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Art thou a maſter in Iſrael, and knomeſt not theſe things ? diſcer- 
nibly intimatirg that this his inſt irution of baptiſine was ſo agree- 
able to the lew;ſhcuſtomes of initiatiug, and receiving into the 
Covenant by baptiſme, that a Rabbi among the lews could not 
reaſonably be imagined to be ignorant of it. 

21, And if the baprtiſmeof the leut had (as Mr. T. cites it out of 
Grotius ) its firſt original from the memorie of che deluge purging 
away the ſins of che world, then ſure that place oi S8. Peter which 
affirms the Chriſtian bapti/me to be ayrirumy, the antitype or 
tranſcript of Noah's deluge, is an expreſs reſtimony of it alſo. And 
this I hope might be a competent account of this matter. 

22, And yet atcer all this, ic is alſo clear, that the Fathers intheir 
diſcourſes of baptiſme do ordinarily lay the foundation of it in 
Moſes, or the bapti/me of the Jews; witneſs Gregory Nazianzen 
Or. 39. Seeing, faith he, it x the feaſt of Chriſt*s baptiſme, let 
us philoſophize, diſcourſe exattly of the difference of bap- 
t5/mes, then after this preface entring on the diſcourſe, he thus be- 
gins, BBATli Mans & , Y ag) rr U vel x; & 
Seadarny Moſer, (aith he, baptized but in water, and before thu in 
the cloud and in the ſta, And then making that (with S. Paul) a 
type of the Chriſtian baptiſme, he proceeds to Johr bapti/me, 
which,ſfaith he, differed from the Moſaical, in that it added Repen- 
tance to water, igι i Y Wwdyrns, wxtl I labaines, Jahn alſo 
baptized, but not Indaically. 

23. So before him, Macarius Hom. 3 2. having mentioned the 
circumciſion which was under the Law forefignifying the tre cir- 
cumciſion of the heart, annexes thereto & Tm Gan71Tua T4 vin 
the baptiſme of the Law, which ſaith he, oxia S wy dantwey 
S pd wy is 4 fignre of true things, ixii 3 owun dmmThuty, ods 
N + ippumopiror viv Hνe, u wvps x, mevuelG winpilc x; m- 
mauve, for there that waſhed the body, bur here the bapri/me of the 
holy Ghoſt and of fire purgeth and waſh:th the polluted mind, 
and ſo goes onto the parallel betwixtthe legall Prieſt and Chriſt, 
making the ſame accord betwixt the one and the other pair, So 
Hom. . p. 509+ ſpeaking of things under the Law, he firſt 
mentions, the glery of Moſes face, a type of the true glory un- 
det the Goſpel. 2. Ciremmoiſion. a type of that of the heart ; 
3. wf ineiyors famrIoua, ſaich he, Thu Caf dylelery m_/ 
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25. 


them there 1s baptiſine cleaning or ſanttifying the fleſb, but with 
us the baptiſme of the holy Spirit and of fire, that which John 
preached — The ſame is intimated again, but not fo explicirely 
ſer down Hom. 26. p. 349. Nee Matz Je, TW vals 
£XKAnmey Xe15e, * l ddl iepwavlu eve eie, yUy d 21 
Bal ioua mes x; mdparC, eiloi ne by xapdia Eu) Ptter 
ſucceeded Moſes, — the New Church of Chriſt and the true 
Prieſt hood committed to him, for now is the baptiſme of fire and 
the Spirit, and a kind of — placed in the heart, where it 
ſeems tlie Jewiſt baptiſme was the figure of the Chriſtian, as the 
Je viſb prieſt hood of the Chriſtian, and the Fewifh circumciſion of 
the circumc iſion in the heart. 

So in Athanaſius's parts I iguiy : TagaBort dy: qu: 103, 
* qumbring up /cvex ſorts of Bapri/me, the firjt even now 
mentioned, 73 Ft x&laxrurut tis ixnxonly duapſiacy that of the 
flood for the cutting off of ſir, the ſecond that of Alles, in paſſing 
the Red fea, which he calls, wmwy , figurative ; the third is 7 
neun Neu the legall baptiſm i & y,09 i EHα,“s, which 
the Hibrews had, whereby every unclean perfon (lo is every one 
by nature) tails u, inurer md iu durty Y mus Hong e79 
Ae Tegeuborvy, was baptized in water, had his parments waſht, 
and ſo entred into the campe, this it ſeems the ceremonie of his 
admiſſion. And then follows the bapti/me of John and Chriſt. 
Ocher examples I doubt not the Reader may obſerve in the Fathers 
writings on this ſubject, theſe few may ſerve p34; el. 

And therefore when Mr. T. addes that ſome paſſages of the 
Fathers ſhew rather, that they took it as in ſtead of cirewmeifror, 
the anſwer alſo is very obvious, that the Fews cuſtome being to 
initiate by circumciſion and baptiſme both, and the former of 
theſe being laid afide by Chrift*s reformation, and onely the ſe- 
cond continued, and that fo improved by Chrift, as to have more 
then the whole virtue of both, and to be the onely initial Sacra- 
ment, the Fathers might well learn of S. Paui to ma ke this com- 
pariſon or parallel betwixt the cwiſb, and the Chrifian Sacra- 
ment, and to betwixt bapti/me and circumci ſius, and indeed could 
not properly ſay that the Chriſtian bapriſme was in ſtead of the 
e wiſh baptiſme being rather the continuance of it, adding ſome 
ceremonies and virtue to that which was formerly among them, 
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not ſubſtizmting ſome what elle (as for, cc eien it did) in 
ſtead of it. 5 | | | 


26, This is evident enough, and yet if it were not we ſhould haye 
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liztle reaſon to be moved With this ſwggeftion, knowing that in the 
other Sacrament which Chriſt viſibly inſtituted in the Jewiſh 
poſtcanium, and imitated it in the delivering zhe porrjos of br 
and wine, the Fathers generally: lay the compery/an berwixt whe 
Paſchal Lamb and that, and not without the authority of S. 
Paul himſelt, ſa ying that CHviſt aur Paſſeover is ſacrificed for us, 
the plain meaning of it being this, that the Jewiſh Paſſeover be- 
ing «boli{hed, we have now the Sacrament ot the body aud blood 
of Chriſt ( the true immaculate lamb of Gd) ſublſituted in the 
ſtead of it, but that copied out not from the Jewiſh manner of 
eating the Lamb of Paſſeever (for Chriſt did not eat it at that 
time, being put to death before the hour in which it was to be ca- 
ten) but of the poſtc@ninm or cloſe of the Tewiſh Supper, after 
which he rock, bread &c. conſecrating this ordinary c»ſtome of 
theirs into aa higher myſterie, then formerly it had in it. 


Sect. 4. 


The conceipts of Pe: Alfunſiu and Schichard of the Tewiſh. bap- 
tiſme. Raf: Alphus: Ar. T. his conclufien not inferred, The 
original of the [ewiſh Baptiſme (the onely doubt) vindicated. 
Tacob*s injunction to his family, Sanctificationt Exod. 19. 10. 
differ from waſhing garments. 


Hat he next addes from Ar. Selden, of ſome that con- 

V ceived the lewiſh bapt iſme in initiating of proſelytes was 
inimitationof Chrifts example (and ſo not Chrifts of theirs) and of 
Schickard that conceives they added bapss/me to c ircumci ſion, to 
difference them from Samaritans, is too vain to deſer ve any other 
reply, thea hat he himſelf hach annext concerning the former, 
viz, that Mr. Selden ( naming. onely Pet. Alfunſus for this) 
doth not give any credit to him im it (but indeed diſproves it, and 
addes antidotes to that pry/on, that without them I ſhould not 
C 2 have 
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have thought likely to have wrought on any man.) And indeed 
ſo he doth allo in plain terms concerning the latter, de Syned: 
I. 1. c. 3. fateor me nondum illud ant e4 de re quic quam alibi 
7 , he never read that or any thing of that matter any where 


elſe. 

2, 70 which I adde, that if the place in Schick ard be examined, 
it will acknowledge it to bea ſingular conceipt and invention of 
his, and nothing elſe. 

3. In his 5˙. Chap. de Reg. Ind, he hath theſe words, ad diffe- 
rent iam Samaritanorum addiderunt baptiſmum quendam de quo 

Raf. Alphes Tom. 2. p. 26. & ipſe Talmud Maſſ. Jefamos fol. 
47- citing the words at large in Hebrew. But in thoſe words, 
though they are by Schickard applied indefinitely, as if they were 
the teſtification of the whole foregoins propoſition, yer the reader 
ſhall find no ſyllable to that purpole of differencing trom Samari- 
tanet, more then from all other men, but cnely that when 4 proſe- 


hte received he muſt br circumciſed, and then "NOD N 


WR when he i cnvea, they ſhall bapt t him in the preſence of 
two wiſe men, ſaying, Behold he is as an 1ſraelite in all things, 
or if fre be a woman, the women lead her to the waters & c. A plain 
reſtimony (to the ſenſe of thoſe which we formerly prodrced) of 
baptizing both Jews and proſelytes (for elſe how could the pro- 
ſelyte, upon receiving this, be ſaid tobe a Iſraelite in all things ?) 
but no leaſt int imat ion, that this was deſigned to diſt ing uiſp them 
from Sameritanes peculiarly, but as that which was alwayes 
cuſtomarie among the Jews, at their entring into Covenant with 
God, 
And then the premiſes being fo groundleſie and frivolous, I 
ſhall not ſure be concerned in any concluſion that Mr. T. ſhall 


inferre from them, which it ſeems, is to be this, that 2 | 


ding the Doftor's ſuppoſition that the whole fabric of baptiſme is 
diſcernible to be built on that baſis, the cuſtomary practice among 
the Jews, yet many will conceive it needs more proof then the bare 
recuall of paſſages ont of lewiſh writers, 

4. Bur Ar. T. would be much put to it, to fliew in what mode 
and fig ure it is, that this concluſion is drawn out of theſe premiſſes: 
Certainly none that my Logick hath afforded me, for that hath no 
engine firſt to draw many out of tv; nor 2. to inferre that thoſe 

that 
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J that had miftaken for want of knowledge (as Alphunſns ) 
or adverting (as Schichard ) of the Jewiſh cuſtomes, would 
need any more then the recitation of clear teſtimonies our of the 
ſobereſt Iewiſhwriters, to diſabuſe him: or 3. that they that 
either through prejudice, or any other principle of obſtinacie 
ſhall reſiſt this degree of light thus offered them, will be convinced 
by any other ſort of reſtimonies, whether out of the Fathers, or 
SFeripture it ſelf, being ſo well fortified and provided with incli- 
nations, at leaſt if not with arrifices, to rejet# one, or miſinterpret 
the other. 
But, it ſeems, after all this, and to evidence to how little pur- 
poſe he hath ſaid thus much, Mr. T. is well enough ſatisſied, at 
leaſt as farre as to baptizing of proſelytes, that there was ſuch a 
cuſt ame among the latter [ewes atore Chriſt s incarnation; All the 
difficulty, faith he, is concerning the original of it among them, 
For that either it ſhould begin from [acobs injuntion to hu houſe- 
hold, Cen. 35. 2. or from Gods command Exo. 19 10. for the I, 
ratlites to waſh their clothe: afore the giving of the law, he cannet- 
conceive, thoſe places ſpeaking of waſhing Jewes by nature, not 
proſelytet, whereas the Fewes baptized not Fewer by nature ( as 


1 
| Mr. Selden ſaith ) but by profeſſion. 
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6. Here are many weak parts in theſe few words; For t. The ori- 
ginal of the cuſtome among the Jewes is but an acceſſarie, wholly 
extrinſecal to the matter in hand, and in no reſpect neceſſary to be 
defined by us : If the cuſtome be acknowleged , we need ask no 
more, and Mr. T. having acknowleged the cuſtome, grants all 
that in that matter we require of him, for onthar, and not on 
that particular original of it, it is that we ſuperſtruct our whole 
fabrick, as farre as belongs to infant bapriſme, which is very fitly 

ö founded in the Pewi(h gs of baptiz.ing, from whence ſoever , 

that cuſtome was derived to them, And fo that one thing ſupet- 
ſedes and anſwers that whole difficulty, if indeed therewere any: 

' ſuch in this matter. 

j 7. But then 2®. for the two originals here ſet down and both 
rejected by him, it is a little ſtrange that he ſhould think fit to do 
ſo, and not to ſubſtitute any third in the place of them; For tis 
certain that every cuſtome received univerſally into a Church or 
ſociety of men, muſt have ſome * or other, and * 
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this cuſtume being by Mr. T. acknowleged, muſt not in any rea- 
ſon be left em log, d uit heut Father, wit hunt Mot her, wich- 
out any original; and therefore thoſe two that are alleged for 
ic by the lewiſh writers, eing by him ſo faſtidiouſiy re jected, it 
was very fit that he ſhould aſlign ſome other, and annex his rea- 
ſons of giying it the deferexce, upon which it ſhould be prefer d be- 
fore them. 

And when he ſhall do ſo, I ſhall not doubt to imbrace it, and 


make the ſame advantage of it which hitherco I have done of 


either of theſe, But he is here pleaſed to be reſerved, and gives 
not the leaſt intimation of any other reaſon, which is more ſuitable 
with his concept ions. Tis true indeed he did before out of Grotius, 
mention Noahs flood, in memorie of which this cuſtome arole a- 
mong other nations, bur beſides that this original of it was not 
by him deemed ſufficient to appropriate it to t he /ewes, but leaves 
it common to them with ether nations, thoſe other two, Jacobs 
injunction, and Gods command before receiving the Law (either 
one or both) are perfectly reconcileable with that, and the memo- 
rie of the deluge being the more remote and firſt original, theſe 
may be the xeerer and more immediate, and ſo are not prejudged 
by his pretending, or my yeelding of that. 

3% For Jacobs iujunction to his houſehold, Gen. 35. 2. it is no 


9* where vouched by me as the original of this cuſtome among the 
Se S. 12. Jewes, but onely anintimation given, that that other, the command 


of God before the giving the Law, was agreeable to what we read 
of Iacob to his honſehold, and fo certainly it is, for as in the one the 
ceremenie preſcribed them to uſe at the parting away ftrange 
Gods, was this, to be clean and change their garments ; ſo in the 
other they are injoyned to ſanctiſie rhemſelves and + waſh their 


clothes, which is n other words directly the ſame thing: waſhing 


themſelves and having clean garments being among the lewes 
joyned together, and the witzeſſe of their garments preſcribed in 
baptiſme 1YIW 122 527? (faith the Gloſſe on Gemara Babylon , 
tits Iabimoth) to receive the preſence of the divine Majefty ( juſt 
as in the Chriſtian Church the Dominica in albis, white ot Mit- 
ſunday was a ſpecial day for adminiſtration of bepri/e, and the 
perſons baptized were rheterically ſtyled ſometimes artec if d 
ar ayamianorres flarres riſing aut of the waters, ſometimes 

| t ag ędæ- 
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p doegrnm + xovuinvers ma xpive the bright lilies of the 

font, as they are joyned together in Prockas Orat: 12. p. 384. 

and in S. Chry/oſtome , new lilies planted from the font, Hom. 6, 

de re/urr: and accordingly on Conſt ant ine a great ceync, ſtampt 

in memory of his 6apri/me, was ingraven (on one ſidẽ) a poofe of 

water with a lilie grown out of it; (lee Fof: Seal: in Opaſt:) 

and all theſe but fig arative ex preſſions of what C hryſeſtome more 

plainly lets down by 7 Aut mei wduoiteve 

| their putting on white garments at the receiving of baptiſme , 

/ T raft. de S. Pent. tor which Jobixs in Photius hath AENA 

onely. 

10. 12 then as Jacob vowed a v to the Lord to give him the tem b 

of all, and accordingly God after inſtituted the ih for the Le- 

vices portion, and ſo the /arrer of cheſe was agreeab'e to the for- 

mer, but yet the latter, viz. Gods snſtitmrion, the original of the 

cuſtome of tit hing among the Jewes ; fo Jacob might injoyn his 

houſehold that cert monie of waſhing ot bapti/me , and after that 

God injoyn it in giving the Law, and one of theſe be 4 

greeable to the other, and yet the cnſtome of bupti/me among the 

lewes be derived onely from the latter, as from the peentiar 
original of it. 

11. 4%. The command of God, Exod, 19. 10. in which bapti'me 
is ſaid to be founded by the Iewer, is not (as Ar. T. lugoeſts ) 
the command to the Iſraelites to waſh their rlothes (nothing but 
the .cuſlome of changing their garment? can be founded 
in that) but the command to” Moſes to ſantifie them ( Go 
unto the perple and [anttifie them to day and to morrow) in the 
Hebryr notion of the word PUMP, /anttifications, for waſhing, 
eicher the wol, or ſome parts of the body, as is ſhew'd at 
large, §. 35. 

* 12+ And if in Read of this of ſanftifying, i. e. baptiging them, 

| Ar. T. did wnwittingly ſubſtitute wiſhing their garments, then 
I hope, he may now be adviſed to reforme that miſtake, and (ce 
more reaſon then hitherto he hath done, to afſign that command 
of Gods, as the moſt agreeable original of this cuſtome, and no 
longer imagine that it was a cuſtome of the latter Iewes, taken up 
by themſelves without any ground of Scripture ; But if formerly 


he ſaw this, and was willing to diſguiſe it, and, on purpoſe to 
miſguide 
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miſguide the reader, left out the mention of Moſes's ſanct ih- 
ing or baptix ing them, and onely ſet down the waſhing of their 
garments (which was not atall proper for the curn) to be the 
original of baptiſme, wherein, as Paulin tells us, they were 
rendred nivei, white as ſnom, corpore as well as babitu, in body 
as well as garment, I ſhall not then hope chat even this length of 
words will be ſufficient for his conviction. 

Laſtly, For his reaſon againſt deducing the bapri/me of proſe. 
lites from this original [becauſe the leres baptized not Tewes by 
nature but by profeſſion, whereas thoſe places ſpealę of waſhing 
Tewes by nature, not proſelytes ] it will preſently appear to be 
very vain; for 1. The lewes baptized Tewes by nature, and not 
proſelytes onely , as hath been both there and here ſhewed at 
large, out of the moſt creditable of the Iewiſb writers; 2. Their 
baptizing of proſelytes was founded in their precedent cuſtome of 
baptixing of Iewes, as hath been evidenced allo from the Rabbines 
explication of Num. 15. 15- One ordinance Mall be both for you 
of the —_—_— of Iſrael, and alſo for the ſtranger or proſe- 
[yte. And ſo tis evident that of Exod. 19. 10. being the original 
of baptiz.ing native Tewes, may, and muſt be the original of 
baptizing the proſelytes. 

And this in each part being thus manifeſt, Mr. Selden's au- 
thority (if it ſhould be, as is pretended) can be of no force he 
gainſt thoſe evidences which I have here produced, the beſt a- 
offecs us at any time, to prove any thing concerning the ewiſh 
cuſtomes. And I ſhall now appeale to the Reader, whether 
Mc. T. could well have been expected to have made more miſad- 
ventures in fo tew words, | 


— 
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Sect. 5. 


Mr. Selden's notion of the Sea. T he defence of iny notion of ir. 

Learned mens affirm ations ts be judged of by their teſtimonies. 

* Chriſt's baptiz.ing of Tewes as well as Gentiles, no argument. 

| Chriſt”s vouching Tobns baptiſme to be from heaven, no argu- 

ment. No more, the pretended no intimations of it. The no 

conformity. The proſelytes children baptized, continually, not 

onely at the firſt converſion. The baptiſme of a woman with 

child, ſerving for the child alſo, not argumentative. The Ca- 
non of Neoce/area about it, » 


—_—_ 


NE he proceeds to conſider the words of the Apoſtle, 1 Cor. 
10. 1. of our Fathers being baptized into Moſes (as inthe 
cloud, ſo) in the Sea. Where 1. He tells me that he doth not con- 
ceive My, Seldens expoſition, that the ſea was ſome vrſſell of 
waters — but the red wy And I that am as little of Mr. 
Seldens mind, but expieſſely interpreted it, of the Red ſea, 5. 7. 
and rejected Mr. Seldens interpretation $. 8. although I omit- 
ted to name the author of it) am not, he knows  'concetned in 
that, but have from his rejecting Mr. Seldent authority, 
when tis not for his turn, his example for my not thinking my 
ſelf bound up by it at other times, either in that newly paſt, where 
he vouched "x tabs as his onely proof, that the pere did not 
baptiz.e Tewes by sat are, or in other particulars which I find 
afterwards vouched from him, the truth of which 1 as little con- 
ceive, as Mn. T. doch his of che ſea not ſignifying the Red ſea, 
which I acknowled e to be unconcei vt able. 
2. But then 2, he doch not think my expoſition right neither 
F (though I interpret it of the 1/raclirrs paſſing through the Red ſea, 
; as he acknowledgesto do) But what is my interpretation? why, 
that their being bapriz.ed into Moſes in the Red [ea (as alſo in the 
chaad] figmpierh their being initiated into God's covenant under 
the cond of Moſes , as fince they are wont to be initiated by 
bapti/ſme. And why doth he diffike this interpretation ? why, 
becauſe when it ic ſaid, our fathers weve baptized, it is not meant 
D were 
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were baptized as ſince proſelytes were baptized among the Jews, 
but as Chriſtians were baptized. 

But certainly this is no reaſon of exception to my interpreta- 
tion ; For 1.1 — not this baptiſme of our fathers in the ſea 
with the bapti/me of pro/e/ytes among the Fewes, but annex it im- 
mediately to the baprizing of the native Jewes, 5. 6. before I 
proceed 5+ 9. to the baprsſme of proſelytes. And 2, I do not 
lay the compariſon of the Apeſtle betwixt the baptizing in the 
ſea, and the Jewiſh cuſtome of baptizing, but acknowledge it to 
be betwixt the bapri/me of the Fathers under the Law, and the 
baptiſme ſince Chriſt among Chriſtians, All the uſe I make of 
the words of the Apoſtle, was to ſhew that bapriſme among 
the Jeet was a ceremonie of — into the covenant, and 
that upon that ſuppoſall it was, that the Apoſtle uſed the phraſe 
of the Iſraelites that came out of A gt, and entred into 
Covenant with him, under the conduct of Meſes, God givin 
them an eſſay of his receiving them under his wings (the . 
to ſignifie reception into the covenant ) by invironing them with 
the /ea,, This I thought had been before intelligibly enough ſet 
down , I hope now he will no longer miſunderſtand it. 

What he addes out of Mr. S. that after Exo. 19. 10. the 
Jenes did nat baptize Jewes but onely profſetytes, hath already 
been evidenced at large to have no truth in it, the cuſtome of bap- 
tiſne continuing to all their poſterity, as well as that of circum- 
ciſion. And whereas this is ſaid tobe ſet downthus out of X{aj- 
monides and other Jewiſh Rabbines, the Reader, if he will conſulc 
the place in Mr. Selden de Synedr: |, 1. c. 3. will find there is 
no ſuch matter; That Mr. S. himſelf fo affirmes p. 23: I wil- 
lingly acknowledge, but in a matter of antient Porie, ſuch as this 
is, neither he nor any elſe muſt be believed Farther then the 7eſti- 
monies produced by him out of their writers exact, eſpecially a- 
gainſt expreſs teſtimonies to the contrary, And ſuch he there pro- 
duceth more then one, p. 34. out of Gemars IMIR DD What 
did eur Fathers ? truely they entred not into Covenant without cir- 
cumc ißon and baptiſ e and ſprinkling of blood, and again p. 35. 
our mothers were haprized and not ciremmciſed, and p. 26. out of 
Vifleria Porchetus, that our mothers (though not as he ſaith, 
Lara and Rebecca, referring che cuſtome to a greater antiquity 

then 


Infams Baptiſm, 


then that of the time of giving the Lam) were baptized and not cir- 
cumciſed, and p. 38. out of Haine, that the [[racliies em 
tred into covenant by a threefold rite or certmonie, by circumciſion, 
0 baptiſme, and oblation, And again, p. 39. What was done to 
you ? ye entred into covenant by circumciſion, haptiſme, and he 
ſprinkling of the ſacrifice, and therefore. the - proſelyte — the 
cuſtome of baptizing the proſelyres founded in that of baptizing 
the native Jewesr,, All cheſe clear teſtimonies are by him pro- 
duced directly to the proof of my poſition, that the native Jewes 
(indifferentl)) were baprized, and not à word in any other parts 
of the teſtimonies to give reaſon to ſuſpect, that after that one time 
of Exo. 19. the Jewes did not baptige. What be hath done in his 
other book de Jure Nat. ac Gent, I need not apprehend {and have 
not commodity to inquire or examine) ſuppoſing that if there 
he had undertaken the proof of it, he would here, where he af- 
firmes it without proof, and againſt expreſſe — produ- 
ced by him, have referred (according to cuſtome) to that place. 

5. And now what force againſt any pretenſon of outs is there in 
Mr. T. his obteryation that Chriſt and h Apoſtles baptized 
Jewes as well as Gentiles ? | For 1. ſo certainly they might, and 
yet der ve their þapriſme from the cuſtome formerly in ule among 
the Jewes, for they, we know, baptized native Tewes : nay 2. 10 
they might, — the [ewes had baptized none but four Fine 
for to that ic would bear juſt proportion, that they ſhould baprize 
boch ewes and Gentiles in cale both came ia as pro/etyres to Chriſt, 
For it were a fallacie a little too groſſe to deceive any man of 
common underftanding, to argue thus, The come was to bap- 
tize proſelytes, and not naives; therefore Chriſt. if he obſerved 
that come, was not to barrize native Jewes ; The anſwer be- 
ing ſo obvious, by diſtingnſhing of proſe/ytes, that they are eithet 
ſuch as come in to the Ie iſ religion. or ſuch as came into Chriſt, 
and chat Chriſt was to baptice all that were proſelyres to him, 
and that the native ewes as many as believed on him, were ſuch, 
and as believers, i. e. as proſeltes to Chriſt, not as native lewes 
were baptized by him, 

6. Orher reaſons he hath choſen to annex for confirmation of his 
urg ati ve, that Chriſt bapri[wme was not in smitation of, or in con- 
formiry wih the Jewiſh cuſt ame 5 for 2. faith he, Chriſt wonld 
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not have avonched the baptiſme of John to be from heaven and noo 
from men, if it had been in imitation of the Jewiſh cuſtome. But 
I wonder what appearance of concludencie there is in that reaſon ? 
May not any thing be frew heaven or by Ged's appointment, 
which is-cerived from a Jewiſh cuſtome ? nay not God in heaven 

ive commiſſion to John Baptiſt to preach repentance, after the 
= manner that others before him, Noah and Jonah &c, had 
preached repentance, and to receive all that came in on his preach- 
ing, by the ceremonie of baptizing ordinarily uſed, and known, 
to initiate men into covenant with God, among the Tewes ? J ſee 
not the leaſt incongruity in this, or that any obligation of reaſen 
can be pretended, why (ed may not appoint a ceremonie known 
among men to be uſed in his ſer vice: ſuch ſure was impoſition of 
hards, uſuall among the Jewes in benedifttions, which now is 
made uſe of by the Apoſtles of Chriſt, in ordaining Biſhops over 
the Church. And ſo it may well be in this matter of Joh or 
Chriſt*s baptiſme, which though it were urqueſtionably from 
heaven in reſpect of the Commiſſion given to them by. God, appoin- 
ting them to do what they did, yet might the ceremonie of waſhing 
uſed by them be derived from the cſtomes that were already fa- 
miliar among them. 

Twere eaſy to inſtance in the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, 
the power of the Keyes (and many the like) which though brought 
into the Church of Chriſtians by Chriſt, and ſo from heaven, were 
yet derived and lightly changed from Jewiſb obſervances, and in 
that reſpe& from men alſo. 

His, 3* reaſon, that it is likely ſome where or other ſome inti- 
mation would have been given of that cuſtome, as the dire ctorie for 
Chriſtians in the uſe of eas i too frivolous to require reply; 
for beſide that the negative argument were of no force, if it were 
as is pretended, It already appears that there are in the /ewiſh wri- 
ters, more then intimations of this cuſtome, and ſome indications 
of it even in the Scripture it ſelf, as John 3.5. 10, and for an 
plainer affirmations, what need could there be of them, when 
both che matter it ſelf ſpea keth it fo plainly, that there was no need 
of wordt, to thoſe that knew the Jewiſh cuſtomes, as the firſt writer 
and readers of the New Teſtament did, and when Chriſt's ſole 
au loritj . and practice of his Apoſtles were ſufficient f 

or 
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for the Chriſtians inthe ule of haptiſme: 

Fourthly he addes, that the inſti;ution and practice would have 
been comformable to it ; And ſo I ſay, and have made clear that it 
was, as far as to the controverſie in hand we are or can be concet- 
ned in it: But ſaith Mr. T. the contrarie appears, adding one main 
inſtance of the inconformity , and 14. leſſer diſparities, The 
main diſparitie, ſaith he, is in their baptizing no infants of the 
Gentiles at their firſt converſions, whereas the Jewes baptized 
onely the Gentiles Infants at their firſt proſelyting, not the infants 
of thoſe who were baptized in infancie, 

10, For the former of theſe he offers no manner of proof beyond his 
own affirmation, and therefore it is ſufficient to deny it, as he knows 
we do, and eyidently beggs the queſtion in aſſuming and not 
offeringany proof for the contrary. 

For the ſecond, that of the Jewiſh practice, he pretends no 
more then what he had before cited by reference (but now ſets 
down in words ) viz. the affirmation of Mr. Sclden. 

- 11. But I have already ſhewed how groundleſſe that affrmation 
of Mr. S. was, as to the native Jewes children, who were ſtill 
baptized after the giving of the Law, And the ſame I now adde 
for the children of thole proſelytes who had been baptized in in- 
fanc ie, thete appears not the leaſt proof of this from the Jewiſh 
writers, who are the onely competent witneſſes in it, but for the 
contrary Ipropoſe theſe two reſtimonies taken notice of by Mr. &. 
himſelf de Synedy, c. 3. out of Gemara Babylon: 11 NN Dow? 
MIL) MDW TW He wants the rite of a proſelyte for ever, un- 
leſs he be baptized and circumciſed. Here baptiſme and circumci- 
fion ate joyned together, as æqually neceſſary to a preſelyte, and 

N that for ever. And circumciſion there is no doubt was to be re- 
ceived by every male, not onely at their firſt coming to the Church 

of the peer, at their firſt proſelyti/me, but through all poſterities, 
every child of a preſelyte that was not circumciſed u N became 
ſtraightways no proſelyte : And then ſure this conjunction of 
baptiſme with circumciſion on thele termes of eqnality, both 

p of perpetual neceſſity to all proſelytes ,-muſt needs extend the 

— as well as the circumciſion beyond the firſt proſelytet and 
their immediate children, to all their poſteritie that ſhall come 
from them afterwards, for to all thoſe belonged circumci ion. 
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12. So again in the ſame place, tn 21 TID NT 712), and if 
he be not baptized, he remains a Pagan or Gentile;Here I ſhall ask, 
whether the child of a proſelyte who had been baptized in his in- 
fancit; were to be a Pagan for ever! I ſuppoſe it will be anſwered, 
no;And then by the force of that teſt imonie of Gemara I conclude, 
therefore it muſt be ſuppoſed that he was baptized, for elſe he 
would bea pagan for ever. 

Beſides this , two things I farther adde, to remove all poſſible 
force of this ſu g geſtion; 1. That if it were granted in the full Ja- 
titude wherein it is propoſed, that the Jewes baptixed no other 
infants of proſelytes, but thoſe whom they had at their firſt con- 
verſion ; yet this would nothing profit Mr. T. For it were then 
obvious to affirme, that Coriſt who imitated the Jewes in that, 
and ſo baptized the children of Chriſtian proſelytes, did make ſome 
light change in this, and farther then the pattern before him afforded, 
baptized all the poſteritie that ſhould ſucceed them, and were born 
in the Church in their infancic alſo, the reaſon though not the pat- 
tern belonging equally to them as to the children of the firſt proſe- 
tyres, and the Jewiſh cuſtome of baptizing their natives infants, 
being fully home to it. 

14. 287. That it being by all parts granted, that the children which 
the proſelytes had at their firſt proſelytiſme were baptized among 
the ewes, this is as evident a confutat ion of the Antipedebapriff, 
and ſo of Mr. T. as it would if all their infant to all poſfteririe 
were baptized: For by that very baptizing of the infants at 
their firſt proſelytiſme, it appears that infants may be baptized, 
for I hope thoſe proſelytes infants are infants; And if any in- 
fants may, and ought to be baptized, then are all their preren- 
frons deſtroyed, whole onely intereſt it is to evince, that #0 infants 
muſt or may be baptized, And I hope this will be of ſome uſe ro 
Mr T. when he ſhall have conſidered it. 

15. Theonely way M. T. hath to confirme this of the [ewes not 
baptizing any infants of proſelytes born after their firſt converſion 
and bapri/me, is the reſo/ntion of the Jewes, that if a woman great 
with child became a proſelyte and were baptized, her child needs 
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the Rabbines, and ſo indeed I find it in Maimonidet, tit. Iſuri 
bia. c. 13.7730 WIE 722: PR AL mm Nw 
But 


not bapriſme when tis born, And this I had cited, 5. 109. out of 
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But I cannot think that (whether true or falſe) a ſufficient proof to 
inferre the concluſion ; For the Jewiſh Doctors might probably thus 
reſolve upon this other ground, becauſe the mother and the child in 
her wombe being eſteemed as one perſon, the woman great wich 
child being baptized, they might deem the child baptized as well 
as the woman, and not account it needfull to repeat it after the birth, 
which yer (by the way) it ſeems they would have done. if chey had 
not deemed the chil/de all one with che mother, and conſequently 
; they muſt be ſuppoſed to baptize thoſe children which were begot- 
10 ten to the proſelyte after the time of his or her firſt converſion and 
baptiſme. And accordingly the Chriſtian Doctors in the Conn» 
cel of Neoceſarea Can. G. having reſolved the contrary to that pen- 
iſb hy por he ſis, vid. that 4 verre 4 Ne 2 a the - 
ther that bears the chi lde di Fer. from the child, or is not all one 
with it, and her confeſſion in baptiſme is ĩq ia proper or particular 
to het (elf, and belongs not to the childe in her womb, give the (auo- 
vogd n) the woman that is with chelde, and is then converted to the 

' faith, leave to be baptized, when ſhe pleaſes, luppoling that the 

{ childe which then (he carries,(hall, notwithſtanding her baptiſme 
then, be ic (elf baprized after its birth. 

16. Which ss it is a cleer anſwer to the argument deduced from 
the reſolntion of the fewer ig that point, ſo tis moreover an evi- 
dence how little of proof Mr. T. had eicher from his own obſer- 
vatiog or Mr. Se duns teſtimonies, from all which he can produce 
do other but this, which in the ſound is ſo far from affirming hat 
he would have, and upon examination is found to conclude the 


contrary. 


N 
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Sec. 6. 


Leſſer inconformities no prejudice, 
Prayer the Chriſtian ſacrifice. {1 T1 The rule of judging in 
this matter. Baptizing in the name of the Father &c. pre- 
ſcribed by Chriſt, So dipping or ſprinkling, The Prath 
Cat. miſreported, Mr. Marth 


Tet they do not all hold. 


als covenanting. 


His grand diſparity then being cleared to be Mr. T. his miſ- 
take, I ſhall not need to attend his other inſtances of diſbari- 
ty, this accord which hath been already mentioned and vindica- 
ted, being ſufficient to my pretenſions, and no concernment of mire 
obliging me to believe or affirm, that the parallel holds any far- 
s pleaſed it ſhould hold, and of that we are to 
judge by what the Scriptures, or ancient Church tells us was the 
attice of him, or his Apoſtles ; For 1. the Fewes I doubt not, 
ought in many things of their own deviſing into this, as into 
other inſtitutions of God's, and the latter Jewes more, as of the 
proſelytes being ſo born again in baptiſmee, that lying with his nu» 
tural fiſter was no inceſt, and the like And 2. Chrift, I doubt 
not, changed the Jewiſh @conomy in many things, as in laying aſide 
circumciſion, in commiſſionating his diſciples to baptixe (and they 
leaving it in the hands of the Biſhop, and thoſe to whom he ſhould 
Eg: ad Smynt commit it, x bby SC yes 3% 6Hobers H:; it i not lawful 
Edit:Voſſ: p. 6 1 baptize without the Biſhop, laith Ignatius) whereas it was not 
among the Jewes any part of the Prieſts office, any more then cir- 
cumciſion was; And ſo in many other particul rs. 

But what prejudice is that to my prerentions, who affirm no 
more of the accordance betwixt the Jewiſh and Chriſtian practice, 
then either by ſome indications in the Scripture it felf, or by che 
Chriſtian Fathers deductions from the Apeſtlrs times, appears 
to be meant by Chriſt, and practiſed dy the Apo/t/er, and then 
by the Jewiſh writers is as evident to have been in «ſe among 


3. And this is all the return I need make to his 14 leſſer diſparities, 


and 


Infant Baptiſme. 
and all that he hath at large endevoured to infer from them, ſup- 
poſing and granting them all to be ſuch. . | 

4. But yet ic is evident that ſome of them are not ſuch, As when 

1. he ſaich, the baptiſme of males muſt be with circumciſion and 
an offering, tis clear that, though 1. circumciſion be laid aſide by 
Chriſt, and 2. when it was uſed it had nothing to do with bapti/me, 
yet as to the adjoyning of offering, or ſucriſice, che parallel (till 
holds, the prayers of the Church being the Chri/tian ſacrifice, aud 
thoſe inthe Chriſtian Church ſolenmly attendant on the adwigi- 
ſtration of bapti/me- 

5. Soparallel to the cowrt of three Iſraelites, by the confeſſion or 
profiſſeen of whom (7 Da r by, faith Maimonides) the in- 
fant was baptized,we have now not only the whole Church, in the 
preſence of whom tis publickly adminiftred, and when more pri- 
vately, yet in the preſence of ſoine Chriſtians,who are afterwards, 
if chere be any doubt, to teftifie theit knowle ge ro the Church, 
but more parcicularly the Godfathers,and Godmerhers, being thein- 
ſelves formerly baptized, do repreſent the Church of which they 
are members, meaning thereby the peop/e of the Church, and the 
Atiniſfter commiſſionated thereto by the Biſbop, reprelents the 
Church alſo, meaning the Goverwor: thereof. | 

6. But I ſhall not procee i to ſuch ſuperfluous conficerations, and 
fo I have no need of adding one word more of reply to his 24 
Chap. (as far as I am concerned in it) unleſſe i: be to tell him that 
the Biſhops Canons are not the rule by which I undertake to de- 
fine, wherein the ewiſb cuſtome muſt be the pattern, wherein not; 
but (as he cannot but know, if he had read the reſolution of the 
4* 2nere) the practice of the Apoſtles of Chriſt, by the teſtiſica- 
rions of the Fathers of the Church made known unto us, to which 
2ST have reaſon to yield all authority, ſo I find the Canons and 
rituali as of this, ſo of al other Churches in the world (no one 
excepred ) to bear perfect accoordance thete wich, in this particu - 
lar of infant baptiſme (though in other leſſer particulats they dif 
fer many among themſelvcs, and from the J-wiſh pattern) 
And this I hope is a competent ground of my actian, and ſuch as 
may juſtifie it to any Chriſtian artiſt to be according to rules of 
right reaſon, of 'meckwe/s, and ſound dot ine, and no work 
of pen or prejudice ot prgutariy, or (as Mr. T. ſuggeſts 7 
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of the Doctus oma pleaſure, as if that were the wwrable principle 
of all theſe variations from the Jewi/t patters. 

6. Of chis ſcore tis ſomewhat ſtrange, which he thinks fit to adde 
concerning the forme of bapti/me, In the name of the Father and 
the Sonne and the Holy Ghoſt, In this one thing, ſaith he, which 
Chriſt aid not preſcribe, nor did the Apoſtles, that we find, /o Cons 
ceive it, yer, ſaith the Doctor Chriſts preſcription muſt be indiſ- 

| ſpenſably wſed. 

| 7. Ia reply to this I ſhall not ſpend much time to evidence this forme 

to be Chriſt's preſcription ; If the expreſſe words at his parting 
from the world, Mat. 28.Go ye therefore, and teach, or receive to 
diſcipleſhip, all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, 
and the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, be not a preſcription of Chriſts, 
and if the wniver/all doctrine and continuall practice of the whole 
Church through all times, be not reſtimonie ſufficient of the Apo- 
files conceiving it thus, and a comperent ground of the indiſpenſable 
tinuing the uſe of it, I ſhall not hope to per/wade with him, 
onely | ſhall mind him of the words of S. Athanafpre in his 
Epiſtle to Serapion Tom. 1. p- 204. O0 wry Tw erde r- 
7. ge, i & wiry T6 bud] õ d, N x, 78 “&, 
Wu Ta31's, dg, id, acupdrny ana xs Y dia drawn, o 25 
Flad, 18p 1 Tudo; Rr. He that is not baptized in the name of 
all three, receives nothing, remains empty and imperfeũt, For 
perfection i in the Trinity, no bapriſme perfett, it ſeems, but 
that. And if this will not yet ſuffice, I ſhall then onely demand, 
whether he can produce ſo expreſſe grounds from Chriſt, or the 
Apoſtles, or the Univerſal Church of God — all ages, or 
from any one ancient Father, for his denying baptiſme to infants. 
What in this place he addes farther from me, out of the Pra- 
ficall Catechiſme, that I confeſſe that by Chriſtr appointment the 
| baptized was to be dipt in water, i. e. according to the Primitive 
| antient cuſtome to be put under water, is à ſtrange miſreporting 

„ — words, I wonder Mr. T. would be guilty of it, The 

; * **** - wordsinthe Pratt. Cat. are viſibly. theſe , By Chriſt's appoint- 

| went whoſoever ſhould be thus received into bis. familie ſhould be- 

| received with this ceremome of water, therein to be dipt (i e. ac- 
cording to the Primitive anctint enſtome to be put under water) 
three times, or in ſtead of that is be fprinkled with it — where 

1. All. 
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1. All that Chriſt's appointment is affixtto, is, the receiving all 
that ſhould be received into Chriſt' familie, wich this ceremonie 
of Mater; 2. For the manner of that reception by water, tis ſet 
down diſjunctively, therein to be dipt three times, or in ſtead of 
that to be ſprinkled with it. Theſe axe evidently my words; no 
way affirming either the dipping or printing (one excluſively 
to the other, to de appointed by Chriſt, but onely the ceremonie 
of water, whether it be by dipping in it or ſprizk/ing with it, 
either of which may be ſignified by the word uted from Chriſt by 
S. Marthew, Pemlitsne, baptize Jee. 
9. What ground the Church of C brift hath had to diſuſe immer- 
ſion , and in ſtead of putting the whole bedy under water, only to 
dip the face, or ſprinkle it with water, I ſhall not now diſcourſe, 
all that I have to do in this place beiag to vindicate my (elf, that 
I have no way affirmed the putting ander water (uſed by the 
Primitive Charch) to be appointea by Chriſt , excluſively to 
ſprinkling , and that I hope 1 have already done by the exact te- 
iting of my words, which had been ſo much miſreported by him, 
10. ſo I have done with his 24 Chapter. For as to the ob- 
jeftion againſt Mr. A. drawn from his covenanting to performe 
the worſhip of God, according to Gods word, and admiring that 
ever mortal man ſhould dare in Gods worſhip to meddle any jot 
' farther then the Lord hath commanded, and yet in point of infant 
bapti/me following the Talmud, Ithat am farre from Mr. Ad. his 
waſions, as well as practices, am not ſure bound togive anſwer © 
or him, Æ tatem habet, let him anſwer for himſelf; and when 
he doth ſo, twere not amiſs he would confider, whether Epiſco- 
pal government ſtand not on as firme a baſis in the Chureb of God, 
as Infant bapti/ane is by him yauched to do. 


— _ —_— 
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C MAP. II. 
Of Chriſt's words, Mat. 28. 19. 


SeR, 1. 


The Doctors pretended conceſſions examined. Chriſt's inftitution 
of baptiſme not ſet down Mat. 28. but neceſſarily before that 


time. 


i IS 25 . Chapter is a view of my interpretation of Mat. 28. 


19. which lyes thus, Goe and diſciple (uad (amr make 
diſciples, receive into diſcipleſbip ) «ll nations, baptiFing them 
inthe name &c. teaching them &c. thereby evidencing that the 
making or receiving diſciples, not ſuppoſing any precedent in- 

ruction, but looking wholly on it as ſubſequent, can no way ex» 
clude the Chriſtians infants from baptiſme, when they are thus 
brought to the Church to be entred into the School of Chriſt , 
and undertaken for that they ſhall learn when they come to 
ears. 
. And to this a long proemial anſwer be hath of many lines, 
which begins thus, Though I con ceive Dr. H. to aſcribe more 
power to the Canons of the Pre lates about the Sacraments,. then 
is meet, being one who hath written in defence of the Common 
prayer Book, yet by this allegation of Mat. 28. 19, le ſeems ta- 
citely to yield, that if the words there include not infants under 
the diſcipled, then there ij ſomething in the New T eſt ament which 
excludes infants from baptiſme, although he ſay 5 96. J do not 
belizve or pretend that that precept of Chriſt doth neceſſarily in- 
ferre (though it do as little deny) that infants are to br baptized. 
+. Before I proceed to that which followes, tis not amiſs to view 
in paſſing, how many incongruities are here amaſſt together in 
theſe few words. 5 
For whereas my having written in defence of the Common Pray. 


* „ Boa. is. made ule of as an evidence to ialetre that I aſcribe 


wore. 
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more to the Canons of Frelattr, then 15 meet, it is certain 3. chat 
the Common Prayer bock ſtands not by the Canons of the Prelates, © 
but by Ad of Parliament, and conſequently if 1 had been guil- 
ty of a conſeſt partiality to the Common Prayer book, yet were 
this no evidence of my Acribing any thing (therefore ſure not more 
then is meet or too much) to the Canons of Prelates. 

; 5. 2%, It never yerappeared, that by writing in defence of the 

4 Common Prayer book, | offended at all (therefore ſurely not about 
eithet, much leſs againſt boch the Sacraments.) 

6. zv. The making my defence of the Common Prayer book, 
written long ago, a proof chat I oftend now in ſome hat elle; vi⁊. 
in artributing too much to the Canons of the Biſhop, is 1. the con- 
necting together things that are moſt diſparate, concluding quid- 
libet ex quolibet ; and 2 a plain begging of the queſtion, for 
ſuch certainly ir is in refpeRt of him, with whom he di/pares,and lo 
muſt be, till he ſhall offer proof that J have erred in that defence, 
The ſame, as if he (ſhould conclude, that he who hath once written 

the trath, were obliged the next time to /werve from it. 

So when he mentions my all gatien of Mar.28.19. the word 
alegatios muſt ſigniſie that I produce and ſo alege that text as a 
proof of my poſition : But this he knows I do nos; But only ſup- 
— the Antipedebaprift to found his ples in it, and all that I 
have to do, is to ſhew how #ſeleſ? it is like to prove to Him; con- 
Feſſing allo that tome it is as uſeleſſe, and ſo never attempting to 
draw any argument from it. f 


$. So again, when upon a ſuppoſition by hitn ſpecified he aſſumes 
me to — that Which be — — me expreſſety to deny, - 
This ſure is very incongtuous: Tis viſible from the words by me. 
produced 5. 96. that I deny chat that text of ' far,28, 19. can 
6 prejudice the baptiſwme of infanti, aud the only deſiga I had in 
© conſidering this teæt at all in this place, was to evidence the ſe- 
cond braxch of the negative part of my undertał ing. that there 
appeared nothing in Chriſts inſtitution of bapti/me, or commiſſins ' 
10 by. Apoft let, which was excluſive of infant: How then can it 
be d with any ſbew of trat that I ſeems taritely to yi-1d, . 
that if the word! include not infants under the diſcipled, there is 
then ſemetbing in the New Teſtament which excludes infant: 
from baptiſme. 
E3: 6 _ 


— B Al 


I Defema of 


9. Tis evident from whence it is that I infer, and poſitively defige 
Chrifts Commiſſion for bapts/me to belong 


to infant, not from 
theſe words of Chrift (which as I ſaid, I never p 


ropoicd to that 


end to prove my poſition from them, but only to anſwer the Anti- 
pedobapriſts objeftion founded in them) but from the practice of 
the Apoſtles ſigniſying their ſenſe and per/waſion of Chriſts mean- 
ing in his inſt itation of baptiſne, which 5»ffiturion we know from 
Fohn 4.1. had long preceded the delivering of theſe words 


Aatth:28. 


10. So that whatſoeyer were the notion of diſcipling there, yet 
could not I deem infants thereby excluded from baptiſine, whom 
by another medium, viz, the Apoſtolical practice, I ſuppoſed to 


be admitted to it by Chrifts inſtitution. 


The ſhort is, Infants I ſuppoſe may be received into diſciple- 


8 ſhip when their parents bring them, and if fo, then the 
be included in the words 


y are or m 


4. 28. but if they might not, and 


were ſuppoſed not to be comprebended in theſe words of Chriſt, 
Mat. 28. yet that which is not included, is not preſently excluded, 


he that ſaith a max is a livi 
angel to be ſo alſo: when 


creature, doth not thereby deny an 
briſt gives his diſciples power to heal 


diſeaſes, Mat. 10.1. he cannot be deemed to withhold from them 


power of raiſing the dead, for that we ſee co 


hended in cheir 


commiſſion v. f. and fo I could no way be inforeed to yield that 
they wete excluded from beptiſme, as long as from any other r- 


dium I were aſſured they were admitted to it. 


12. And fo ſtill uwudy de; here is not the leaſt appearance of truth 


in this diſconrſe. 


13. He proceeds chen to ſome other attempts of proving it neceſſar3 
for me if I will ſtand to my words elſewhere, to aoknowledge in- 
fans excluded bythat teæt. To which end he hach been very 


diligent in putting 


ting, in hope to 


together ſeveral ſcattered paſſages in my wre- 
—— zr eνα%,, ney Le raiſe ſome ſhew 


of argument out of my own words, and ſo from my temerity ar 
b::conftancy (or want of ſolid prooſs) to conclude that. if-this 
prerepr of Chriſt doch not neoeſſatily infer inf aurt aptifave, then 


by maniteſt comfeywence it doch deny it. 
The paſſages he gathers up ate theſe, The Doctor 
that Chriſts inſtitution makes dipping or [prinkling with waver a 


14. 
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Sacra- 


Sacrament, which inſtitution in Mac. 29.19. and therefore the 
Doctor will have the werds there indi[penſubly.nſed in bapti/me, 
and &. 92. be ſaith bapti/one is #4 Sacrament, that Sacrament an 
inſtitution of C hriſt s, that inſtitution not fornded in any rraſon of 
immutable truth but only in the poſitive will of Chriſt, and ſo 
that there is nathing conſiderable in this queſtion (or any of this 
nature) but how it was delivered by Chriſt, And S. 94. that 
which was done ky thr Apoſtles, F it were not a rule for ever, yet 
was an effect of ſuch a rule formerly given by Chriſt, and inter- 
pretable by this practice tobe ſo. And Pract. (at. I. 6. §. 2. 4e 
expolnding Chriſts inſtitution, ſaith that the words import that the 
perſon baptized ack nowledgeth, maketh profeſſion of believing in 
three, delivers him to three as, authors of hit faith, and to be 
ruled by the direſtiont of his Maſter, and this he will have to be 
— by baptizivg into the name of the Father, Son, and holy 
Ghop. 
15. Theſe are the paſſages, whence, ſaich he, I infer that if ba- 
priſme be 4 Sacrament, and made fo by Chriſts inſtitution, and 
that inſtitution founded only in his poſurive will, and the will of 
Chriſt be, that baptiſme be imthe name of the Trinity, and this is 
when the baptized makes profeſſion of believing in three, to be ru- 
led by them, and the Apoſtles practice interprets Chriſts rule, no 
infant that doth not n is baptized into the name 7 the 
Trinity, nor was appointed to be hp by Chriſt, nor did the 
Apeſt les baptize them, and therefore they are not baptized accord» 
ing to Chriſt inſtitution, and ſo no Sacrament to them. 
16. Here is a very ſabrile fabric and great pains taken to prove 
me to affirm tacitely what I expreſſely deny: But herein though 
his pains be great, he hath much failed of the ſucceſſe, it were too 
long to ſhe it at large, yet the reader that will be at pains to ſur- 
vey his proceſſe, will certainly acknowledge it, if he ſhall but re- 
member theſe two things. 
17. 1. That Chriſts inftitmtion of bapri/me was not (nor is ever 
affirmed by me to be) ſet down in thoſe words of Mat. 28. that 
having deen long before i»ftirared and pradt iſed, as appears by 
plain words Fob. 4. T, 2. Secondly, That though Chriſts will and 
inſtitution for baptizing infants be not ſo manifeftly expreft in 
thoſe words Mas. 28. 19. as ſhalkbe able by the bare force of — 
WO 


nn. 


words to convince any geinſuper, without any other way of evi- 

dence or proof added to it, yet by the Apoſtles practice of ba. 

ptizing infants (appearing to us by other means) it is moſt evi- 

dent that they who certainſy did not mifteks Chriſts meaning, did 

thus underftand and extend his inſtitutiom and commiſſion. The 

truth of this is there made evident 5. 30, &c, I ſhall not bete re- 
| TBF ; 

22 2, That the infant when he is to be baptized, doth, though 
not by his own voice perſonally, yet by his lam ful proxies, which 
the Church accepteth in his ſtead, profeſſe the lieving in three, 
the Father, Son, and holy Ghoſt, deliver himſelf up to three, 
&c. 

19. By this clue the rea der will eaſily extricate himſelf out of the 
Labyrinth there provided tor him, if ſuch it appear to be, and 
diſcern a perfect accordance in all the paſſages, which with ſuch 
hope of advantage were ſo diligently collected by him. 

20. But this is not all, he will yet drive the buſineſſe ſome what 
higher in theſe words, Tea, if rhe pofitive will of Chriſt, be the 
reaſon of baptiſme, they uſurp ap Chriſts prerogative who ba» 
ptize otherwiſe then Chriſt hath appointed, and then if the precept 
of Chriſt doth not neceſſarily infer infant baptiſme ( which the 
Doctor ingenmonſly acknowledgerh) it doth by . conſe- 
quence deny it, fith he forbids that to be done otherwiſe then be hath 
appointed when he hath determined how it ſhould be dane.” The 
Doctot when be ſaith above, the words, | 1 baptize into the name 
of the Father & c.] muſt be indiſpenſably uſed, me thinks by the 
ſame reaſon ſhould conceive Chrifts inflitution (honld be unalter- 
ably uſed in baptizing theſe only whom he hath appointed to be bas 

ti cd. | | 
tw. To this the grounds of anſwer have been already laid alſo, viz. 
that they that bapriz.e infantis, bapriz- no otherwile, then Chrsſt 
appointed and the Apoſtles appear to have underſtood his appoint- 
ment, By Chriſts appointment, not meaning particularly his 
words Mat, 28. but his wil otherwiſe made known to his di- 
ſciples, when and in what words ſoever it was that he is ſtituted 
bapriſme, which muſt be long before this, even before his Apeſt/es 
took upoa them to baptize any, Which yet they did in great abun- 
darce Joh, 4.1, And of this «ppeirmment or inſtitution of ba= 
priſme 
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tiſme by Chriſt, it is moſt true, that if chat precept of 
Chriſt , whereby be firſt inſtituted baptiſme , did not in- 
deed comprehend and ſo neceſſarily 2 infant baptiſme, and 
was ſo underſtood to do by the Apoſt les, it ſhall conſequently be 
deemed to deny it. But then herein lyes a great fHacic, when from 
another appointment of Chriſt, viz. that Mat. 28. which I ac- 
knowledge not to inferre infant bapti/me neceſlarily, he aſſumes 
in univerſum, and reports it as my confeſſion, that Chriſts precept 
(indefinitely taken, and ſo extending to all Chriſts precepts at any 
time) doth not neceſſarily inferre infant bapti/me. Which is that 
grand i/log5cal fault in diſcourſe, of inferring an indefinite or uni- 
verſal concluſion from particular premiſles. 

22+ As for the compariſon which he makes betwixt the indiſbenſa- 
ble uſe of the words of baptiſme Mat. 28. and the as unaltera- 
ble obſervation of Chriſt's inſtitution, in reſpect of the perſons to 
be baptized, I willingly grant it, on the condition præmiſed. that 
he miſtake not the text, Mat. 28. to be the words of that in- 
— wherein Chriſt defined, who are the per/ons to be bap- 
tized. 

23. Thoſe words are a commiſſion to the Apoſtles to go preach to, or 
diſciple all nations, and thus farte & cends to point out the perſons, 
viz, that they ſhould (as diſciple lo) baptize Gentiles as well as 
Jewes, and again, they are expreſs for the forme of baptiſine, that 
it ſhould be in the N ame of the Father, the Sonne, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, but they are not any kind of direction to that other matter 
of receiving and admitting infants ot not infants. 

24+ That I ſuppoſe ſufficiently notified to them before both by the 
common practice of their anceſtors in the Jewiſh religion, by the 
vulgar notion of bapti/me, whileſt ic was familiarly uſed among 
the Fewes, both to their own and their proſe/yres children, and al- 
ſo by Chriſts ſpeciall direction (though the Goſpels, which ex- 
preſs not at all the words of the firſt inſtitution of bapti/me. do 
not ſet that down) in the time of his preaching among them, ſome 
while before that paſſage of ſtorie related, Toh, 4. 1. &c. 

25. From both of theſe, I ſuppoſe, the Apoſtles learnt it (and not 
from Mar. 28.) and we learn it only from the Apoſtles, as ſhall 
hereafter appear, And ſo much for his proawie! reaſoning, 
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Making diſciples all one with receiving inte diſcipleſhip, Bap- 
tizing the att of the Baptiſt. Inſtruttion ſubſequent re diſci- 
pling, The pretended parallel between Mat. 28. and Mar, 16. 
*Buayyenite Sas Fohns diſcipling by preaching excludes not 
infants. No more the Apoſtles , Mat. 10. 5. The notation of 
the word watwey, Mat. 13. $2. Act. 14. 21. Infants 
both (aid to come and to believe, Inſtruction ſubſequent to 
baptiſme. 


I, ATP this præluſorie owouaria, he next proceeds to conſider, 
what ſhift (as he calls it)the Doflor makes to elude the force of 
Chriſts inſtitution, Mat. 28. 19. But I have already made it evident 
that that Commiſſion for preaching to, or diſcipling all nations 
{as for the baptizing them, and the particularicy of the forme to 
be uſed in baptiſine, &c.) was not the ixſtitution of bapriſme, 
nor any intimation on either fide, whether ift ſhould be 
baptized or not; and ſo tis manifeſt how little need I had to uſe 
any ſhift, or arrifice to elude the = of it, 

2» However in his view of my diſcourſe ſome exceptions he muſt 

r find ; And the firſt is, that though t i well rendred, 
makes diſciples, yet ua Banlitorns αν not well para- 
phraſed by, receiving into diſcipleſhip, baptizing them, making 
this forme of baptiſme the ceremonie of receiving them, For by 
this, ſaith he, the making diſciples is made the ſame with re- 
ceiving them, and baptiſme the ceremonie of receivers into di- 
feipleſtip, which is as truely an att of the baptized profeſſing, or 
avouching hu, diſcipleſpip. 

3; Here is another ſubtlety of a refined nature, making a diffe- 
rence betwixt making diſciples, and receiving into ds/cipleſhip, 
or receiving diſciples; As if theſe two were not perfectly no- 
mon, and by me evidently uſed, as ſuch, I ſhall not diſpute 
of words, when the matter is clear, and when it is equally to my 
purpoſe which phraſe is uſed, whether making or receiving di- 


ri les. 
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2, When he affirmes of baptiſme, which I make the cere- 

monie of the Apoſtles receiving them, that tis 4s truely the att of 

the baptized, this is no ſabri/ty, but groſſe and viſible enough; 

| For certainly baptiſiue in the active ſenſe (as it is plain I under- 

* Rand it in that place, where I paraphraſe, goe and make diſciples 
and baptize) is not the act of the beptized, but of the baptiſt ; 
The coming to baptiſme indeed, and the undertaking the «vow, 
and making the profeſſion, is the act of the baptized, either perſe- 
»ally, ot by his proxy, which in reputation of Law, and in accep- 
tation of the Church, is his alſo, but ill Saptiſme, or (to re- 
move all poſſible miſtake) baptizing, gal, Mat. 28. 19. 
is an at of the baprizzr onely, and lo the ceremonie of receiving 
into diſcipleſhip, whomſoever they thus duely baptize. I hope 1 
need lay no more of this, 

5. His 2* branch of exception is to thoſe words of mine wherein 
I fay that the making or receiving diſciples, ſuppoſeth not any 
precedent inſtruct ion, but lookes wholly on it as — This 
I there concluded not from the bare negative, becauſe there was 
no precedent mention of ſuch in ſtruction, where diſcipling and 
baptizing, were both mention'd, but becauſe in that place, on 
which the Antipedobaprift ſo much relyes, Mat. 28. 19. the 
[ 41Sdowrns teaching | is expreſſely mentioned after diſcipling 
and beprizyng, and ſo is in reaſon to be deemed, and lookt on, as 

' ſubſequent to both, and ſo the receiving ad diſcipulatum referre 
to that then future inſtruction. 

6. And to this ſenſe I there made it manifeſt, that the definition 
of baptiſme 1 Pet. 3. 21. did reſerte that, tine is imm 
ſetking to God, as to the oracle to inquire for the whole future 
life, no way prerequiring actual inſtruction, but coming to Chriſt 
and the Charch to receive it, and obey it for the faturt (and that 
done in ſome ſort by thoſe that are brought, when they are not 
able to come, and by the charitie of the Church received there) 
And this farther illuſtrated as by the manner of children brought 
by parent to School, without either knowledge of letters, ot 
choiſe, or ſo much as wiſh of inſtruction, ſo by the manner of 
Chriſt's diſciples being received by him, particularly of Philip, 
Joh. 1. 44. who was called, and received imo diſcipleſbip, as ſoon 
as ever Chriſt met wich him, i. e. _— was xt all —_— 
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by him, and ſo alſo by the ſtorie of the Fewes, Exo. 19. S. who 
undertook to obey all the Commandments of God, which he ſhould 
ive them, which yet were not then, but after given them, v. 20, 
and fo laſt iy by the nature of preſelytiſine, which as it is all one 
with entring into God's covenant and ( in the Chriſtian ſenſe ) 
with coming to Chriſt and being received to diſcipleſhip, ſo tis 
that which children are known to be capable of, not onely by that 
text, Deut. 29. 10. but by the cuſtome of buptizing infant pro- 
ſelytes among the Jewes, and by Chriſt's command to ſuffer 
them to come unto him, whenloever they were thus brought. 
Now to this thus evidenced (and much more largely in that 
place, 5. 26. &c.) he is — to annex ſome reaſons of his 
diſſent, For, 1. ſaith he, that which is expreſt in Matthew by, 


Go ye therefore and make diſciples all nations, is in Marke, Go 
ye into all the world and preach the Goſpel to every creature, which 
ſhewes how they ſhould diſciple all nations; Now they who are made 
diſciples by preaching the Goſpel are made diſciples by precedent 
inſtruttion, E Ci the making or receiving diſciples Mat. 28. 19. 


nt inſtruttion, 


ſuppoſeth prece 


8. But to this TIanſwer, 1. That the words in Marte are no o- 


therwiſe parallel to thoſe in Matthew, then as an Epitome is pa- 
rallel to a larger diſcourſe, ſuch we know S. Martes for the moſt 
part is an abbreviation of S. Matthews Goſpel, as in many others, 
ſo in this particular, ſome paſſages indeed there are in S. ark, 
in this place, which are not in S. Matthew, as ſhall a non be 
ſhewed, but in the particular now before us, 8. Mark is, accor- 
ding to wont, more conciſe ; there is no mention in him of bapti- 
zing in the name of the Father and of the Son & of the holy Ghe : 
nor conſequently of diſcipling, of which that was che ceremonie, 


as in S. Matthew there is. 


9 2%, That Chriſts appointment xugyTley drayyiaoy, to preach 


the Goſpel, in S. Mark, doth no way inferte the precedent in- 
ſtruction of every ſingle perſon that was received to bapri/me : 
The phraſe ſignifies to proclaime or promulgate the bappy tidings 
brought into the world by Chriſt, grace, and mercy, and eternal 
felicitie to all that ſhould come into him and rake his yoke upon 
them, and learn of him; And upon the publiſhing of this to all 
the world, to every creature, i, e. to the Gentiles univerſally, as 

well . 


, 
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well as che Jewes, I tuppole tis very poſſible, that many of them 
ſhould make all ſpeed to come unto C briſt, and come out at the 
_ Apoſtles preaching , they and their whole houſdo/ds together 
(marvin as the oracle commanded in Homer) and to bring their 
infant children wich them, as they uled to do, that became proſe= 
tyres to the Fewes and then the Apoſtles, knowing their Ma- 
ſters mind for the receiving of Infants, and that (as from the in- 
ſtitution 1 ſuppoſe them fore · inſtructed) to bapti/me , receive 
them all, and (as many as interpoſed no voluntary hin- 
drance) 4.5 them, and having taken them into the Sch of 
Chriſt make good proviſion for the future inſtruftion of them, as 
ſoon as ever they ſhould be capable of it. 

10. That thus it was I pretend not (ſtill) to deduce from theſe 
words, Mat. 28. but to infer from another medium, the practice 
of the Apoſtles, otherwiſe notified to us: All that I am now to 
manifeſt, is, that this paſſage hath nothing contrary to our hype- 
theſis, but is petfectly reconcileable with it, and this is done by the 
ſcheme thus laid : And ſo tis moſt viſible how no force there is in 
this firſt reaſon of exceprion. 

11. The 20 followes, that ſuch as the making diſcipler was Fo. 4 1. 
ſuch is the making diſciples Mat. 28. 19. For by the Doctors con- 
feſſion they are all one. But that was by preaching, as is plain 
concerning John, Mat. 3. 1, 2, 5,6. and concerning the Apoſtles. 
Mat. 10. 5, 6,7. Ergo. 

2. To this I anſwer, that the acrount laſt given, is fully ſatisfacto- 
ry to this eæception alſo; For ſuppoſing the Apoſtles to pabliſh 
whicherſoever they came, the *Bvuayyiae the good newes that was 
come into the world by Chriſt, and the hear ers not only to come 
in themſelves, but to bring their whole families, and ſo their infant 
children with them, there is no difficulty to imagine, that they that 
had thus made proc lamation, received all, and made all diſciples, 
Jong and eld, that either came or were brought, and ſo it being 
granted that they made diſciples by preaching, preaching being the 
inſtrument to draw the parents themſelves, and to move them to 
bring their children to diſcipleſbip it is till very viſible how chil- 
dren ſhould be diſcipled, and conſequently baptix d by them, ba- 
pti/ſme being the conſtant ceremony of — And though I 


am got able to affirm, how it was actual in Johns baptiſme, yet 
F.f 3 this 
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this I may ſay. that as far as can be diſcerned or inferred from the 
phraſe in either place, (uad and pales mir) thus it very 
poſſibly might be both in Johns and in the Apoſtles baptizing. 

Firſt for Joh», tis true indeed that his bapri/me attended 
his preaching , yet doth it not thence neceſſarily follow that 
none were baptized by him but thoſe who particularly heard and 
obeyed his preaching ; For 1. Why might not thoſe that heard 
it, divulge it to others, and bring them before they heard him, to 
deſire to be haptig d, and upon their confeſſing their ſons, and 
profeſſing amendment, he baptize them? 2. Why might not 
thole that heard it, or heard of it, give that heed of it, as to bring 
all chat were dear to them of what age ſoever, by that means to 
ſecure them from the wrath to come; when Noah preacht repen- 
tance to the old world, and upon the decree of ſending the flood 
upon the world of the #ngod/y, called all to come into A Ark to 
him to eſcape the deluge, ſuppoſe others beſides Noahs family had 
hearkned to his preaching, or ſuppoſe he and his ſons had had in- 
fant children, can we imagine they would have left their infants to 
that certain vuine, and not have taken them into the ark with 
them? 

And Johns baptiſine was anſwerable to that ark, in reſpect of 
that approaching ruine on the ces, ſtyled the kingdome of hea- 
ven v. 1. and that evidenced to be a bloody kingdome, explica- 
ted by caſting into the fire v. 10. And can we imagine the Jews 
that believed Jobs and came to his baptiſme, did not bring their 
children with them to ſave them from the prædicted evils, And 
then I profefle not to fee any reaſon to render it incredible that 
John Baptift ſhould thus receive and baptize thoſe infants 
(though the Scripture affirming nothing of it, and tradition, as 
far as I know, as little, I ſhall neither > nor believe any thing 
in it) This only is certain, that among the ewes of that Time in- 
fant Children were known to be capable of entring into covenant 
with Cod after this manner, and of being partakeis of the bene- 
fit of the Covenant by that means. 

And one thing more I may adde, that Chriſt himſelf, who 
was by his ſinleſneſs, as unqualified for the Repentance which 
John preacht, as the infants were by their incapacities, did yet 
come and was received to Johns bapriſme, v.13. and then in e ſe 
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infants were brought, why might not they be received allo d 

15- Then 2. for as much as concerned the Apoſtles Mar, 10. Firſt, 
Tis there evident that they were ſent to the loft ſberp indefinitely, 
and ſure that phraſe comprehends the Lambs allo, the infant chil- 
dren being loft in Adam as well as the grown men, by the additi- 
on of their actual to original fin: And then why ſhould we 
doubt but the Apoſtles miſſton extended to them allo ? 

16. An 2. for their preaching, it is jult as Johns was, to warn them 
to beware of the imminent deſtrnition, that vindicative act of 
Gods kingdome v.7- that all that ſhould give ear and heed to them 
might haſten to get out of that danger by reformation and new 
life;and the rvine being impendent to the young as well as ola, even 
the whole nation, why ſhould not the infant children be teſcued 
from that by their parents care in bringing them to bie, and 
timely ingaging them to fly from the wrath te come, as ſoon as 
they ſhould come to underſtanding, injoying in the mean time the 
benefit of others charity ? 

17. Thirdly, After their preaching though there be no mention of 
baptizing (and fo it was not fo fit to be produced to our preſent 
buſineſs ) yet other things there are appointed to be done, where- 
in infants were concerned as well as others, as healing of diſeaſes 
&c and if being incapable of receiving benefit from preaching 
ſhould be deemed an obſtacle to their being baprized, why ſhould 
it not to their receiving of cares ? Nay I may adde How ſhould 
the dead in that place (who fure were as uncapable of hearing or 
wnder ftanding as the tendereſt infant) be capable of being raiſed 
by thoſe Apoſtles, which yet is there affirmed of them, v.8. 

18. And ſo much for that reaſon allo, and in like manner for the 
third, which is but repeatirig the laſt branch of this ſecond, that 
the Apoſtles were to diſciple all nations by the ſanm way that they 
diſcipled the loſt ſhrep of the houſe of 1ſrael, which was, ſaith he, 
by pregghing and therefore ſnpps/ed preced-nt inflruttion. 

19, Ia What ſenſe, I have now ſhewed, vid. by. preaching, to the 
nations,and receiving all that came in to the ds/-ip/eſhip. wherher 


on their own /eggz, or in others arms, whole {umilies at once, the 


parents, and upon their wnderraking cheir infans children allo. 

206+ His fourth proof is taken from the r and notation of the 
word, which is ſo to teach at that they learn, and ſo, ſaith 725 
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- diſciple he may be before he learn, and is therefore A to 


23. 


wſed Mat. 13. 52. webild bis, is reudred, | inſtrutted] by our laſt 
tranſlators, and can be no otherwiſe rendred than ¶ made a diſciple 
by teaching] ſo Act. 14. 2 1. it ts ſaid, Having preached the Goſ- 
pel to t hat city, x, tubildicalſic and having taught or made many 
diſciples, 


21. For the notation of the word we have formerly ſaid ſufficient, 


that it ſignifies to receive ad diſcipulatum, as into a [ſchool of 
Spiritual inſtraction, un mifiy to make a diſciple, and ſuch 
he is made, who by any motive or means either comes or is brought 
into the ſchool, this indeed in order to reaching in the Maſter, and 
to learning in the ſcholar, and the one ſo to teach, as that the other 


Learn, but this ſubſequent to his being made a diſciple, the youth 


we know enters into the ſchool, is admitted into the College and 
Univerſity, before he learns a word there, the infraflien or 
learning is ſill lookt upon as future, at his entring into diſciple. 


Ip. 

Ra this is all the importance of the word ua H/de1y Mat.r2: 
5. only ſome accidental differences may be obſerved, tis in the 
paſſive and in the Aoriſt inthe preter tenſe, mis 252puuared); - 
Td 38s, erg Thy baomeliay Toy vegyey every Scribe which is or hath 
been entred as a diſciple unto the ł ingdome of heaven, who ſince his 
entraxce hath been inſtructed and (as real paſſives import) reces= 
ved influence, been really affected and changed by diſcipleſbip, (ill 
no way ſuppoſing that he was inſtructed in the learning or myſte- 
ries of the kingdome of heaven, before he was thus admitted a 
diſciple toit; Aſter his admiſſion, there is no doubt but he dot h 
(or ought to) learn, nay being there yrauualds N , a 
Scribe diſcipled, a grown man and learned among the Jews, be- 
fore he came to Chriſt, I doubt hot but ſome knowledge he had of 
it before he entred himſelf a diſciple (ſee baptizing of infants , 
p. 199.) but this not by force of the word ywa3yrwey, for ſtill a 


learn, becauſe he hath aſſumed and undertaken to do ſo, eicher per- 
ſonally, or by others ſuſception, by his coming, or being brought 
to be a diſciple. 

So in the other place AF. 14. 21. pelyrwoarns . je] fignifies 
no more then having received, or initiated, i.e: (I ſuppole) by 
thisrice of haptiſine, made and baptized many diſciples, which 
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in Mark which was more at large in Matthew, and ſomething 
more conciſely ſer down in Matthew, and more largely in Mark. 
And then what neceſſity is there; that ark not mentioning diſ- 
cipling bur believing:and Matthew mentioning diſcipling but not 
believing the diſcipled and believers ſhould be deemed the ſame. 


27. Tis true indeed of grown men, none can in reaſon be admitted 45/- 


ciples which are not alſo believers(the ground of which I have ſct 
down in the Reſol. of the Quære p.199.) but of infant children 
this is not true, for thoſe, though they cannot come, may yet be 
brought, and though not upon their own confeſſion, yet by the 
ſuſception of others, made capable of the Chnyches charity, and 
ſo may be diſciples without att ual or perſonal belief. 

Nay 2% if Mr. T. his argument had power to infer it, ewere 
that which I might ſafely avouch, that infants may be compteben- 
ded under the ftyle mgworrs;, they that believe and are baprized 
ſo even now we had it in the exprefſe words of Chriſt, the little 
ones (and S. Luke ſpecifies them to be g ien little infants ) that 
brlieve on him: i. e. juſt as they are ſaid elſewhere to come unto 
him, whea they are as uncapa ble, for want of bodily frengib, of 
perſonal coming, as fot want of frength of mindt or judgement, 
for perſonal believing, and yet in reſpect of others bringing them 
to Chrift (and fo to the Chnrth in baptiſme) they are by Chriſt 


S himſelf ſaid to do both of theſe, to come in one place, and to be» 


lieve in the othet. 


29. But then 3, Iwillingly acknowledge that the word believe] 


in Mark, belongs peculiarly to the grown men and women, who 
ate called by the preaching of the Goſpel, of whom though it be 
faid, that believing and being baptized they ſhall be ſaved, and 
not believing they ſhall be damned, yet it no way follows, that 
none but ſuch as thus perſonally believed, ſhould be baptized, or 
that being baptized they ſhould not be ſaved, but loſe all the be- 
nefit of their baptiſme. 


30, Thelater part of the words is confiderable, He that believeth 


not ſhall be damned, Infidelity is pitcht on, as the thing peculiar- 
ly that incurs the certain dammnarien, i. e. the voluntary reſiſting 
the Faith. when it is preacht convincingly to them, and of that 
none are capable, but thoſe that are arrived to years of 'wadey= 
funding. Which as it is an indication chat that vrr. and my — 
0 
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follow in S. Mark of believers caſting out devils, &c. v. 17, 18. 
belong to adulti peculiarly, ſoit no way hinders but S. Matthews 
words being different from them, and ſuppoſed to be precedent 
to them in Chriſts delivery, may comprehend infants alloy as ſuch 
who are capable of extring into diſcipleſhip, and of being breagls 
and preſented to the Apt by believing parents, This being the 
way whereby the faith of the parents may be fi ron beneficial 
to the chile, in bringing him thus early into the School, and fo to 
the benediftion of Chriſt, the parents together with the infant 
children, as among the Jews ſo among Chriſtiant, entring together 
into covenant with God. : 

31. In this matter Mr. T. is willing to finde a difference betwixe 
Teaching them to obſerve all things whatſoever Chriſt hath com- 
manded them, Mat. 28. 20. and the preaching of the Goſpel in 
S. Mark : thinking by that means to avoid the importunity of 
that text in Matthew, which evidently ſets baptiſme before in- 
ſtructing. But this can avail him nothing, For if by the Goſpel 
in Mark we underſtand the whole Goſpel, as in reaſon we muſt, 
for that is it which muſt be preache to every creature (the Gentile 
world) then is that directly all one with teaching them to ebſerve 
whatſoever he hath commanded; But if by preaching the Goſpel 
we mean no more then, as Mr. T. here faith, that peſuu 5s the 
Chriſt, i. e.che propoſing him as a Mafter,and calling all to come 
to him as diſciplet, then thi, being ſuppoſed precedent to met}s com- 

ing to diſcipleſbip,or bringing their infant: to it (for without this 

they cannot be expected to come themſelves, or to bring their iw- 
fants) all the reſt is left to follow baptiſme, and ſo all particular 

Chriſtian inſtruſtion is ſubſequent,not precedent to bapri/me, an 

effe# of their diſcipleſbip, attending it, no way neceſſary to pre- 

pare for it, which is the utmoſt zu Lv. Helga, which from that 
circumſtance of that text I undertook to dewanſtr ate, 
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Sec, 3. 


Diſcipleſbip before inſtruction. What knowledge of the Maſter 


is required to diſcipleſbip. Twoſorts of diſciples, Some come, 
ethers are brought. 


IS reaſ)ns for the diſproving of my interpretation of 
Mat. 8. being thus evidenced to have no force or validity 


fo little wei 


patched, 


in them againſt our pretenſions, and fo indeed his whole fabrick 
demoliſhed, (that place of S. Mat. being the one main (if not on- 
ly) ground of Anti pædobapti ſta ſtructure) I might well ſpare the 
advantages of the 26, 27, 28. 5. to which he makes ſome kinde 
of anſwer in the remainder of his 25 Chapter: But there is 
gr in his anſwers that they will be ſpeedily diſ- 


Firſt then to my 26 S. he ſaith, that were it al granted me, yet 
it would no whit avail to prove that an infant may be a diſciple 
appointed by Chriſt to be baptized, To this I reply, that the 
26 F. being moſt of it — for che explaining an hard 
place 1 Pet. 3. 21. concerning bapts/me, and for alſigning the 
due notion to iregulnult, a — 4p" or addreſſe as to an Oracle, 
for inſtruction for the future lite, 

fant baptiſine ftom thence, nor any more then this, that bapti/me 
being the entring of a diſciple, and not prærequiring actual in- 
ſtruction, but confiſting in coming to Chriſt and his Church to re- 
ceive it for the future, tis certain that by this account children 
are capable of haptiſme, becauſe they may by the care of their: 
parents be thus brought eatlyto Chriſt, and entred into his ſchool 
by them, before they themſelves have faculties either to defire, 
or kyow what is done to them, the proportion holding in this be- 
ewixt.infaxrs and other ſc halars that are entred by their parents 
in any ſchool! before they know one letter in the book, or have 
actual willingneſs to acquire any knowledge ; And this is there il- 
luſtrated by ch 

Ex. 19· 8. which have again been mentioned, and are clear eviden- 


I pretended not to conelude ix- 


e example of Philip, Job. 1.44. and of the Jews, 


ces, 
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ces, that thoſe may be received into diſcipleſbip which haye not 
yet had precedent iuſtruction. 

. Againſt this all that he hath to pretend is fer down by him in 
theſe words, Let putting to ſchool be as early as the Doctor will 
imagine, yet none is put ro ſchool till be doth know his teacher, and 
ſo none is Chriſt's diſciple in the Scripture language till he k now 
Jeſus to be Chriſt, and take him for his Lord, which infants being 
not capable of , they are not diſciples, nor tobe baptized actording 
to Chriſt” s appointment. 

Io this I anſwer, 1. That the example which I had uſed of chil- 
dren being brought to School by the care of their parents, was 
deſigned to ſne no more then this, that they may be delivered 
up to be ſcholars, who as yet know nothing of what they are 
to learn, nor have actual willingnefle to acquire knowledge, and 
conſequently that entrance into diſcipleſbip referres onely to ſub- 
ſequent, ſuppoſes not any precedent inſtruction. 


And this is competently evidenced by that example. though ic- 


were ſuppoſed of the child that goes to ſchool, that he knowes his 
teacher, this bare knowledge of the perſon of his teacher, being 
none ofthe documents which he comes to /chool to learn, bur the 
good letters that are profeſt and taught in the ſchoo/, nor indeed 
19 it imaginable why a blind child which is brought to {chool, or 
put to an inſtructer, and fo cannot be deemed to know the Ma- 
fer before aſſaetude hath acquainted him with him, ſhould not yet 
be ſaid, with as full propriety of ſpeech, to come to /chool, as he 


that uſech his own eyes as well as fret to direct him thi- - 


ther. 
2%, It is as true, that children that are brought to School do 


not always kxow their Maſters before their currance, no not by the 
moſt ſaperſicial knowledge; Many are brought to pablick. 
Schools, who never ſo much as law their Maſters, till they. are by 
their parents delivered up iato their power and diſcipline ; If this be 
not plain enough, then change the ſimilitude from the: Schoolma- 
fer to the parent or guardian, or the very nurſe, every one of 
theſe are to feed and nowriſh, and, as he fhall be capable, to in- 
ſtruſt che cluld, and fo doth Chriſt in a Spiritual ſenſe, whoſo- 
ever is iurruſted (by being brought) to him in bapri/me. And 
we know God and Nature doth _ bring a child to the parent, to 
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the nourſe or Guardian, when the child knows none of thele, not 
underſtands any more of all theſe tranſactiont, then the infant 
doth at the font conceive what is done to it there. And fo till 
this evidenceth the vanity of this anſwer concerning the childs 
knowing his teacher. 

7. But then 3%. This ſo imperfett ſuperficial knowledge of the 
teacher is in no wiſe worth conſidering in this matter; For I ſhall 
demand, doch ſuch very imperfect knowledge of Chriſt, as a 
Schoolboy hath of his teacher, the firſt hour he comes into the 
School, qualific him for diſcipleſbip to Chriſt, or no? If it do, 
then his countrymen and kin/men, before he reycaled himſelf to be 
the Meſſiah, and the Phars/tes, which believed not his miracles, 
were ſufficiently qualified, and then tis evident that thoſe might be 
admitted to diſcipleſbip, which were not believers, and lo all 
Mr. T. his hypotheſes are deſtroyed, and then infants may be di- 
ſcipled and baptized, though they be not believers. 

As for that which he here interpoſes [ the knowing Jeſus to be 
Chriſt, and taking him for bis Bord] this bears no proportion 
with the childs bare knowing of his waſter , but is farre above it, 
equal to his making it his own choice to have this Maſter, ra- 
ther then any other, and promiſing exact obedience to him, which 
is much more then is to be found in moſt young ſcholars, or in- 
deed in any that are brought by their parents or guardians, who 
alone are the perſons who bear proportion with the infants 
brought by others to bepti/me. 

So that this reaſoning of his is ſoon ſalved by diſtinguiſhing of 
diſciples, that they are either ſuch as come, or ſuch as are brought 
to School, proſelytes of their own choice, or children under the care 
of others, of the former ſort there are none but ſuch as have ſume 
Fade imperfect knowledge of Chrift, upon which they make this 
choice, and without it would not probably be expected to make it; 
But for children which as minors in their guardians hands, ha ve 
no will of their own, there is no neceſſity they ſhould have know» 
ledge to move their will, they may very reaſonably be acted by 
the will of others, and by their charity be made partakers of 
thoſe priviledges whick are communicated from Chrsft, 
in his Church to all true members thereof, and to that end be 
diſcipled and, baptized , entred by this ctremonit 2 the 
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Church of God, here inſtruction is to be had, as ſoon as they 
are capable of it, and in the mean while partake of thoſe other 
advantager, of which their condition is capable. 


— 


Sect. 4. 


T he difference of a diſciple and proſelyte examined. Chriſtian as 
well as Jewiſh proſelytes, Priviledges of proſelytiſme. Di- 
ſciples of the Phariſees. The Holy Ghoſt*'s not uſong the word 
proſelyre of Chriſtians , conclades nothing. Jehovah. *Outn@., 


Deut. 29. Gods oath. Infants adjared, Creples capable of 
Chriſt's cures. 


O my 27. and 28. $5. his anſwer is brief, that what I ſay 

& not right; And for proof, though he begins with a | For .] 

and ſo by his forme of branching, promiſes mere reaſons then one, 

yet 7 hath never a [ Secondly } to follow or back it, and 

fo tis all reſolved into that one, viz.. that it u not true that a di- 
ſciple and a preſelyte are perfectly all one. 

To this therefore I muſt advett, and confider what nice diffe- 

2 ruce he can ſpring berwixt a diſciple and a preſelyte, whereupon 
to found ſatirfattion for conſcience why if may be pro- 
ſelyres, and as ſuch, come unto- Chriſt, and yet cannot be made 
diſciples, or received in baprs/me to diſcipleſhip. 

; And his reaſon is, becauſe a preſelyte, ſaith he, notes one that 1 
by birth an alien from the Commonwealth of Iſrael, and comes to 
the Iſraclites to own their God, and be part of their policie, and not 
to be taught, but ene priviledges with otber Jewes , whether 

N Civil or Eccleſiaſtical. 
But certainly this is no reaſon of difference, for beſides that I, 
n chat $. 27. acknowledged this accidental difference, that a 
proſelyte denotes a coming from ſome other nation (as a diſriple 
doth not) adding that this difference had no place in this matter, 
where the diſciples are ſpecified to be received from all nations ; 
beſides this, I ſay, it cannot be unknowa to Mr. T. that I ſpeak of 
Trreſelhes 
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Infants qualified for baptiſme. As for entring into Covenant 
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proſelytes in ſuch a notion as is equally competible to all of what 
nation ſoever they are, that enter into Covenant With God. 

5 Thus do we find apreſelyte defined, Heb. 11-6. by 5 argmp x6- 
ue Tw dei, he that cometh to God, thus doth a Few when he 
enters into Covenant of obedience to him, and thus did a Gentile 
when he undertook the whole lam of the Fewer, and was therefore 
d and NPIE U a proſelyte of their covenant, and a preſe- 
lyte of cheir righteouſneſſe, and ſuch is every one whether Few or 
Gentile, that cometh to Chrift ; and as the two former of theſe 
were made partakers of priviledges by this means, particularly 
allowed freely to eater into the congregation, and infants as well as 
grown men, were thus among them admitted into Covenant; ſo 
it is not imaginable why it ſhould not hold of the Chriſtian proſi- 
{yres elſo, nor why the Chriſtian infants thus received into Cove- 
nant by Chriſt , after the ſame manner as Jewiſh and Gentile 
Infants were among the antient people of God, i. e. by bapti/me , 
ſhould not as properly be called preſelytes of Chriſt, though they 
neither come bn :any other nation, nor ever aſſociate the mſelves 
with [/raelites according to the fleſh. 


And whereas he faith of the preſelytes coming to the Iſraelites, 
that they came not to be taught, but to enjoy — I cannot 


divine what motive he had to affirme it, for ſure the infant child 
that was baptized, and ſo received into the congregarion of 1/raet 
did come to learn the Jewiſh religion, into which he was thus early 
initiated, and that was one ſpeciall priviledge (the reſt of the hea- 
then having not knowledge of theſe lawes, 5 the immediate end of 
his proſelytiſme, yet not excluding thoſe other ends of injoying 
all other priviledges both Civil and Eccleſiaſtical thereby, 
And when he addes, bt 4 diſciple of Chriſt is one that ownes 
Chriſt for his teacher and Lord onely for ſpiritual benefits, I might 
well acknowledge it, and aske, why then an infant, who hath 
need of thoſe ſpiritual benefits, aſſoon as he is born, ſhould not 
be haſtened to a participation of them? But it is farther evident, 
that ſpiritual benefits being firſt and principally deſigned, other 
even ſecular advantages may very lawfully te reſpected, and rea- 
* ped by them that are thus early brought in, whether as di/ciples 
g * proſelytes to Chriſt. y rage 
Tuo ſage obſervations he here addeth, 1. That there is no 


mention 


+. 
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mention of the diſciples of the prieſts, bat of the Phariſees and 
Sadduces, and I can very well grant it, who ſpeak not of any 
lower kinde of diſciples, but either of God among the Fews, or of 
Chriſt, among us Chriſtians, thoſe being the only di/cipleſsips, to 
which they were admitted by the ceremony of baptiſme, the di- 
ſeiples of the Phariſees and Saddwees being but a ſubdiv3/ion,and 

notification of ſeveral ſect among per, as there are different de- 

nominations of Chriſtians (the more the pity) which divide «nity, 

but uſe not new bapti/me-, to diſcriminate them, I am ſure contra- 

dict the Apoftleif they doe. 


9. His 2* obſervation is, that the holy Ghoſt doth not it any time 


call Chriſtians Chriſts proſelytes, but his diſciples, that, faith he, 
we might not confound the notions of theſe rerms ; But I anſwer, 
1. that thoſe text that expreſſe the Chriſtians entring into di- 

ſcipleſhip, by coming unto him (of which there ate good ſtore) do 
in effect call them preſelytes, for a proſelyte is a Greek noun de- 
rived immediatly from he verb apocigy«X to come unto. 


10, And 2 that if thiseword, whether in it ſelf, or in the verb 


from whence it comes, had neyer been uſed in the New Teſtament, 
yet would it not thence follow, that we might not confound the no- 
tions of proſelytes and diſciples : The word Jebovab is never uſed 
by the Holy Gheſt in the New Teſtament, yet may we not thence 
conclude, that the notion of Jehovah and God are divers: O- 
„, the known ſtyle of the Nicene Fathers, is never found uſed 
by the writers of the Bible, = ſure it no way follows thence, that 
the notion of that word, and of this phraſe | I and my Father are 
one are different and may not be confounded. Tis pity to loſe time 
on ſuch fiftions of ſcruple, and difficulty as theſe. 

What now is further ſaid by him in this chapter, both concern- 
ing little ones coming unte Chriſt, and of their entring inte 
covenant, Deut. 29. 10. is on both ſides but a bare denyal 
of that which is competently proved in that 28 5. For tis 
there evident that infant children are and always were accounted 
capable of proſelytiſme and ſo of being encred diſciples, and par- 
ticularly of being entred into covenant with God, and fo of being 
baptized, and there is no reaſon imaginable, why the infants 
which were capable of coming to Chriſt, were bleſſed by him, were 
affirmed by him to be qaalified for the kingdome of heaven, ſhould 

H be 
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be denyed water tobe baptized : The boly Ghoſt being fallen on 
the Gentle: that came with Cornelius, Peter dutſt not deny them 
bapriſme ; And with what equity can the Chriſtian Church do it 
to thoſe, who are qualified for the receiving parder of fin, for be- 
ing bleſt by Chriſt, for being received into Covenant with him, 
and may afterward be inſtructed in all things which are needful to 
be learnt, For that ſtill they are wnqualified, till by bearing they 
own Cbriſt as their Maſter, this is a begging of the queſtion, 
without any the leaſt tender of proof. 

12. Asfor entring into covenant, when by the force of Deut. 29. 10. 
he is forced to yield it competible to infants, yet he will do his beſt 
to eſcape the conviſtion which it offets him, 1. by modifying the 
ſenſe, then by invalidating my inference from it. 

13. Firſt, though he yi they may enter into Covenant, yes 
thi, faith he, but in ſome ſenſe, by their fathers aft ingaging them 
under a curſe or oath to own God as theirs, in which ſenſe the pe- 
fterity then wnborn did enter into covenant, Deut. 29.15. 

14. But if we examinethe place, it will be moſt clear, 1. that the 
Covenant is entred into by the infanes, juſt as by the reſt of them, 
the wives and the ſt rangers or proſelyres : On their part, Te ſtand 
this day all of you before the Lord, that thow ſhonldſt enter into Co- 
vrnant with the Lord ; and on God: part, that he may eftabliſh thee 
this day for a people, 

15. 2 Here is in the text no mention of any act of the fathers 
ingaging them maler a curſe or vath, hut only of Gogs oath which 
he maketh to them, v. 12. 

16. 3% If they had thus adjwred, or laid oath or curſe upon their 
children, yer would this make no difference betwixt their and our 
entring into Covenant ; we by the auth of bapti/me which is laid 
on the childe (by him to be ormed when he comes to ability, 
unleſſe he will ferſeit all che benefits of his bepriſme) do in like 
mannet adjwrevur infants, though whileſt they remain ſuch, they 
hear it as little as the c wiſb infants did. 

197. 4 Whereas from v.15 hecites that che poſterity then wnbory 
thus entred into Covenant, there is no fuch word in the text, no 
mention of [poſterity] or of ¶ #»born] but of them only, who- 
were wot that day with them, i. e. (I ſuppoſe) were at that 
tune of «ſſmbling ah/ent from the Congregation, I wonder why 

Mr. 
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few 3 optifene. 


Mr. T. ſhould attempt thus to impoſe upon the reader. 


18. As for our inference (which is this, that by parity of reaſon, in- 


fants may be entred into difefpleſt@p, and accordingly baprized, 
aswell as they then might be entred into the covenant of God ) 
he ſimply rejects it, without any farther notice of his reaſon again, 
faye onely this, that in $apriſave ſuck 3 i injoyn d as 
1 by preaching the Goſpel , and they onely are diſciples that are 
believers, and the onely are appointed to be baptized, whoin their 
own perſons do enter into Covenant aud ingage themſelves to be 
Chrifts followers, and this is again but a pitifull petitio principii, 
a denying our concl/uſcon when the — cannot he denyed, and 
ſo invincibly inferre the come/nfion, viz, that thole may be 
brought to and received into di/cipleſhip covenant, bapti/me, which 
in their own perſons are not yet able to come to Chriſt, as thoſe 
Criples may be born by others to'Chrsft, who wanted ſtrength to 
addreſſe themſelves, and be as really partakers of his hes/ing mi- 
racles, as thoſe who came to him on their oma legget. And ſo much 
allo for the 25 Chapter. 
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5 Cup. III. 
Of the Apoſtalical practicę in this matter. 


Sect. 1. 


The interpretation of 1 Cor. 7. 12. vindicated, Ava. Sandti- 
fication uſed to denote baptiſme, the nſe of it in the Fathers and 
Scriprure, Tertullians teſtimonie : dt ſignati Santtitatie. 
Origen, Author 2 naft: ad Antiochum. Cyprian. hr yſoſtome. 
Tixye there, infant children. Ryios in the Epiſtles. S. Augu- 
ſtines words examined. | 


L. 1* his laſt Chapter he proceeds to the view of thoſe 65. which 

ſer down the poſitive part of our baſis, evidencing the „hon 

and ſenſe, which the Apoſtles had of Chriſt's inſtitution, and of 

his intent ion to include, and not to exclude infants from bap- 
tiſme. 

2. The Apoſtles [ſenſe muſt be judged by their on uſage and 
practice, and that is teſtified to us two Waies, 1, by one con- 
ſiderable remain and indication of it in S. Paul, 2. By the 
practice of the firſt and pureſt. ages of the Church, receiving in- 
fans to baptiſme, and ſo teſtifying the Apoſtolical uſage, and 
farther affirming that they received it by tradition from the Apo- 

les, 

oF The remain, and indication in S. Paul is in the known place of 
x Cor. 7.12. where ſpeaking of the believers children he faith 
v. 14. 50% J d rt, but now are they holy, i.e. it is the preſent 
prattice of the Church (that Apeſtolical Church in S. Paul's time) 
to admit to baptiſine the infant chldren of parents, of whom one 
is Chriſtian. though not of others. 

4. That this is the meaning of ¶ holy] is there made evident, as by 
other arguments, ſo by this, that the antient Fathers who knew 
che ſacred dialect, call bapti/me S anctiſication, Eum qui natus 

eſt 
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eſt, baptizandum c- ſanftificandum, in C yprian, and dv 
aua llt to be ſanftifyed when they have no feeling of it, and is 
Ppipus dad imw, let him be ſanctiſied from the infancie, i. e. bap- 
tized then, in Gregorie Nazianzen. 

5. To which !1efimonies, and the reſt which is there produced out 
of the agreement of the Jewiſh ſtyle ( PUP ſanttifications for 
baptiſmes. to which agrees Macarins's laying of the Fewiſh bap- 
tiſme , (pry d h it ſanttifies the fleſs, Hom. 47. p. 509, ) 
becaule the main 4:ffic«lry of the interpretation conſiſts herein, I 
ſh ll now adde more, one very antient before any of theſe (within 
leſs then an too. years after the death of S. John) Tertwlian de 
Anima, c. 39. where ſpeaking of infants, and ſaying, ex ſancti- 
ficato alterutro ſexu ſanctos procreari, that when either the father 
or mother is ſanttified (i. e. received as a believer by baptiſme in- 
to the Church, the children are holy &c. (clear evidences of the 
notion of the word) this he there proves by theſe yery words of this 
Ap ſtle, Cæterum, inquit, immundi naſc unt ur, elſe ( lo cæterum 
in Tertullian ſtyle is known to be put for alioqui or the Greek 
tires dy) were your children unclean, adding in Read of theſe other 
words C hut now are they holy | quaſs de ſi gnatot tamen ſunct ita- 
the & per hoc etiam ſalutu, intelligi volens ſidelium filios, hevel y 
willing that we ſhould under ſt and that the children of believers are 
the deſigned, or the ſealed of holyneſs (in the ſenſe, I conceive, 
wherein they that are baprized are by the-antiewts frequently ſaid 
ben to be ſealed) and thereby of ſalvation allo : And all 
this; ſaith he, thus. urged by the Apoſtle, at hujus ſpei pignora ma- 
trimoni is quæ retinenda cenſuerat , patrecinarentur, that this hope 
might be a pledge to ingage the believing wife or husband not to 
part fromthe wnbeliever, And he yet farther addes (Rill to the con- 
firming of this interpretation) Alioqui meminerat Dominica de fi- 
vitionis, Niſi quis naſcatur ex aqua & ſpiritu, non introibit in 
regnum Dei, i. e. nonerit Sanctus. Otherwiſe (or if this argu- 
ment of the Apoſtle had not been ſaſſicient) he would have men- 
tioned the deſinition of Chriſt, that unleſs one be born of water and 
the Spirit (i. e. baptized) be ſhall not enter into the khingdome of 
God, i e. ſhall not be holy, ſhewing Rill of what holyneſs he under- 
ſtands the Apoſtles ſpeech, thatwhich the child of the believer is 
made partaker of by baptiſme, — Ita omni anima u/que 
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eo in Adam cenſetur donec in Chriſto recenſeatur, tamdia im- 
mania quanidin recenſeatur, Every ſoul is fo long inrolled is 
Adam till it be inrolled anew in Chriſt, and « /o hs unc lean 
till it be thus anew inrolled, which as it ſuppoſes every child of 
Adam to be impure, till he be thus by baptiſine made a child of 
Gedi, a member of Chriſt, ſo it gives a full account of that ww- 
cleaneſſe, and that holyneſr of which the Apoſtle ſpeaks the former 
the ſtate of a cbi/d of Adam nnbaptized, the later of him that by 
bapti/me is initiated and matriculated into Chriſt. 


6. And to this agrees perfectly that of Origen (of the ſame age, 


a very few years after Tertullian) ſpeaking of the Apoſtles 
(from whom, ſaith he, the Church received by tradition that in- 
fants ſhould be baptized) Sciebant enim illi quibus myſteriorum 
ſecreta commiſſa ſunt divinorum, quia eſſent in omnibus gennine 
ſordes peccati, que per aquam & ſpiritum ablui deberent, They to 
whom the ſecrets of the divine myſteries or Sacraments were com- 
mitted, knew that there are in all the connataral pollution: of fin, 
which ought to be waſtt away by water and the ſpirit, giviog us 
to underſtand what wncleanneſs and holyneſs it is, that childres 
are capable of, the wxcleanxeſs of their birth from Adam, and 
the cleanneſs or ſanftity of gy rs bapti/me. 

So Athanafins * Qneft. ad Anticch. 114. (or whoſoever it is 
under the name of that antient Father) where the ſa/vation of the 
baptized infants is concluded by him upon force of thoſe two 
texts, Suffer little children to come unto me;and, now are your chii- 
dren holy, whereto he there ſets parallel, xy mary befanierulra 
vime the baptized infants of believers, as the plain parapbreſe 
of the Apoſtles words. 

To theſe I farther adde another paſſage of * Cyprian, together 


file to Fidus. where ſpeaking of the bapts/me of infants and en- 
preſſely forbidding that any ſuch ſhould be hne or 2 
it, he —— proof of it the words of S. Peer, that che Lord had 
ſaid wnto him that be ſbonld connt none common or wnclean, 


Where it appears what was that Holy Fathers notion of comma 


or unclean, ſuch as might be refwſed b4priſme, and conſequently 
they which are not ſuch, but on the contrary 4% clean of holy 
(and ſuch faith ami here ure the bolrevers obiluiren)) are to be 
admitted thither. ; Upon 
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Upon which words of S. Cyprian * S. Angaff ine ſpeaking + Ey. 28. ad 
1 te made no new decrer, bat kept moſt — the faith of 115 Hierom. 
Church, & mox natum rite baptiz.ari poſſe cum ſuis coopiſcopic 
cen/wit, and he and his fellow Biſbaps reſolved that a child might 
duely be baptized 45 ſoon as born. | | 
1e. So *$. — 2 in his Kali nac to them that were to be * Edit. _ 

baptized, ſpeaking of the ſeveral titles of b4pri/me,. applies unto fg P. 50. 
it that of the Apoſtle 1 Cor. 6. 11. ax embs(,«d3t4, am ind dum, * 
but ye are waſbed, but Je are ſanZlified 2 and again, of thoſe that, 184. l. 1 9 
were baptized, 5aoy@ v ng-Snpis wovoy dna rgt Singing x; dies 
ever ex ,, the Scripture pronounces them not onely made 
clean but juſt and holy alſo. 
rt. So * Gregorie Nyſſene in like manner, Glaphyr: is Exod, I. 2, » 

king of him that deferres 5.apr5/me to old age, faith, ametey 

& c. he in ſanflified indeed, i. e. baptized, but brings in no pro- 
fit te Cod. And Comm: 5n I. I. 1. Or. 1. ſpeaking of ba- Tem,2.18;C- 
r5ſme again, and the ſufficiency to v away fin, he addes 
Ypluves Ni enn v Aut d But they are once ſantti-- 
fied, i. e. beptized— But I need no more ſuch like ſuffra- 


er, 
3 This Ihave both there (56.34, 35,36, 37.) and here thus la 
ty deduced, becauſe in this one matter all the d:ffica/ty conſiſts, aud 
if it be once granted that this is the meaning of ¶ Now are your chil- 
dren holy | then here is an evidence undenyable of the Apoſtles 
praffice of baptizing infants, and conſequently an irrefragable 
reftimonie of cheir ſenſe of Chriſts inſtitution, including, not ex- 
cluding infants, 
13+ And fothisisa ſhort and clear way of preventing all Mr. T. 
his indeyours and pains S largely raken) to invalidate my con- 
tlufion from this place of the Apoſtle, and I need not no be far- 
ther ſollicicous for my — on all thoſe 3. verſes, wherein 
he would fain find out ſome exceſſes and defecti, ſome inſertious 
and omiſſions ; H ſuch there were (as I doubt not to evidence 
there ace none ) it would be little for his adyantage, as long as the 
interpretation ofthe laſt words ¶ hat now are they (i. e. your chil-- 
dren) holy] appears to be chis, 2 nom are Jour infant clildren 
Nurtabers of the priviledge ef baptiſine] for this one part of that 
weile ncludes all that 1 pretend, or he eppE f: And = 
e. 
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14. 


hope is now cleared ta be no ſingular interpretation of mine, but 
that which (beſide the 73 x034u9y the rational importance of the Con- 
text concluding it) the ſty/e of Scriptmre and the wniforme atteſta- 
tion of the antienteſt writers aſſign to it, ſo that there can be no 
reaſon for doubting in it. 

Vet becauſe this is one of the ex uberancies objected to my pa- 
raphraſe(and the onely one which I can without impertinence take 
notice of) that the term ¶ young children of Chriſtian. ] is 
more then #4 in the text, which hath onely | your children | which 
faith he, i not reſtrained to infancie, I ſhall briefely remove this 
exception, 1. By the authority of Tertullian juſt now produced, 
who interpreted it of their infant children, as appeared both by the 
expteſs words ¶ ſanctos procrears | and the —— immundi 
naſcerentur] and by the occaſion of that diſcourſe in that place, 
which was the immunda nativitas ethnicorum, the unclean birth 
of heat hens children, and the unlawfulneſle of baptizing them, un- 
leſſe one of the parents were Chriſtian. To which may be added 
alſo Nazianzens phraſe forementioned, axadlia: ix Bpipus, 
being ſanified from infancie (for ſo ſure g hgnifies, {ubgvor, 
„O, mils, a child before or ſoon after birth, ſaith Heſychiu, 
and Ariſtophanes the Grammarian cited by * Euſtathius, d ęn 


* Inlliad.Baſil, Fz91ds 4 child new born) which in all probability referres to this 


Ed. p. 944 


15. 


16. 


place of the Apoſtle, and ſo renders, Tixyoy by Egtp ©, their chil- 
dren by their infant children. 

2. Tis as manifeſt by the | proves doctrine of the Fathers, 
when they ſpeak of the faith of parents profiting their children, 
meaning alwaies their if ant children, brought to baptiſme by 
the faith of their parents, before they are perſonally capable 
of having faith themſelves, 

3%, By the inconveniences which muſt follow in caſe it be in- 
ferpreted of any other but infant children. For ſupoſirg them 
come to years of underſtanding, and.capacity, they ſhall then 
either be ſuppoſed to have received the faith or toremain in i»fide- 
lity:If they have received the faith & then be bat cds, tis evident 
that this heat fit comes not to them upon any conſideration of the 
faith of the parent, but upon their own perſenal profeſſion, and 
conlequently that theſe cannot be ſpoken of by the Apoſtle in 
that place, where he makes the /anfific ation or bapti/me of the 
children 
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children a benefit of the believing parents cohabiting with the 
wnbeliever,. and as Tertullian faith, patrecinium, a plea to move 
the helet wer not to depart. But if they have lived to yeary and 
not received the faith tis then certain that they may not be baprized 
at all; And fo tis manifeſt it mult be underſtood ofthe infant (un- 
capable) children, and none elle. 

17. Tis true that Mr. T. alſo excepteth againſt the paraphraſing 
of [holy by [ admitted to baptiſme ] affirming this to be a ſenſe 
of the word, no where elſe found, But this I hope I have cleared 
already, both from the uſage of the word among the Jewiſh 
and firſt Chriſtian writers, and might farcher do it even by this 
Apoſtles dialect, who in his inſcriprions of moſt of his Epiſtles 
to the Churches, calls all thoſe to whom he writes, i. e. the 
baptized Chriſtians of thoſe Churches, dio: holy, Rom. 1. 17, and 
WHAT 108 [anttified, and 45757 holy, 1 Cor. 1. 2. and aga in «201 
holy, 2 Cor. 1. 1. and Eph, K. 1, Phil. 1. 1. Col. 1. 1. among 
whom no doubt there were many who were no otherwiſe holy or 
ſanttified , then as all baptized Chriſtians are capable of that 
ſtyle. But I ſhall need adde no more of that to what hath been 
already fo largely ſaid. 

18. And the parts of my interpretation being thus cleared, that 
their children] were their babes or infants, and their being holy ] 
their being baptized, tis ſure I cannot be concerned in his cancluſi- 
on, that he never read or beard any expoſition antient or modern 
ſo expounding as this Doctor or Diftator doth, nor do I think, he 
can ſhew any | I hope now he will alter his mind, and acknow- 
ledge that it was his on fault, that this interpretation ſeemed ſo 

new and ſtrange to him. 

19. As for the one place of S. Auguſtine produced by him (ir 

ſhould be, 1. 2. de Pecc. Mer.  remifs. c. 26.) to the ſeeming 

prejudice of this interpretation, Ac per hoc & illa ſandti ſicatio 

cxjuſcunque modi ſit quam in filis fidelium eſſe dixit Apoſt ls, 

ad iſtam de baptiſmo & peccati origine vel remiſſione queſtionem 

omnino non pertinet it will eaſily be reconciled to it, if we but 

mark what gu ſtion it is, that there he ſpeaks of, even that 

which he had then in hand, ve. whether bapri/me were neceſſa- 

ry to remiſſion of : ſinnes , and entring the kingdome of hea- 


Ven, | | 
I That 


| Tas 


That this was the queſt ion in hand appeareth by the words 
immediately precedent, which are theſe, /anuRificatio Catechu- 
mens fi non fuerit baptixatus, non ei valet ad intrandum regunm 
calorum aut ad pecontorum remiſſionem , The ſanttification of a 
Catechumenus (what that is he had mentioned before, Catechu- 
menos ſecundum quendam modum ſuum per ſignum Chriſti & 
orationem impoſirionts manuum puto ſanctiſicari, that /ome 
kind of ſanttification which the unbapticed might have by 
prayer and impoſition of hand, of which we ſometimes read in 
the antients, as hath elſewhere been ſhewed) profits him not for 
the entring the King dome of heaven, or obteining remiſſion of ſins, 
wnleſs he be baptized, And therefore that ſanttification of what- 
ſoeever Kind it is, vis. if it be without bapti/me, belongs not, ſaith 
he, to the queſtion then in hand concerning baptiſme and the 
original and pardon of ſin. 


21. Here then I ſuppoſe · is Saint Auguſtines meaning. The ad- 


verſaries with whom he diſputes ( the Pelagians) to maintain 
the no neceſſity of bapti ing infants for the remiſſion of finnes, 
made uſe of that text, and concluded from it the ſanctitie of the 
Chriſtian infant birth, before, and without baptiſme + To this 
he a»/wers, without any ſtrict examination of the importance 
of that text, that whatſcever ſantiification it can be imagined to 
be, that the Apoſtle. ſpeakes of, except it be that of bapri/me, it 
cannot avail to the remiſſion of finnes, &c. Some improper kind 
of [anfification, faith he, he may conſeſſe, ſecundum quendam 
modum, in him that is not yet baptized, but that without hf 
non valet ad intrandum, i not of force for entring imo the king- 
dome of heaven, and therefore whatſoever ſanttiſication that is 
(viz. whatſoever without bapti/me) it belongs not to his queſtion 
then before him, and ſo the Apeſtles words can have no force a- 
gainſt him. | 
22. This I ſuppoſethento be in brief S. Auguſtines meaning in 
that place, that tis not the holixefſe of the Chriſtian infants birth, 
but of their bepti/mr, which Rands them in Read rowerd the 
kingdome of heaven : And then that, as it is no evidence on m 
fide, that he interpreted that place tothe Cor. as Iinterpret it, 2 
it affirmes nothing to t he contrary, but leaves it is medio, having 
his advantages other wayes againſt the diſp uteri. 

Howe- 
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3. Howeyer for the ſubſtance , his accord wich us is evident and 
his conc lu ſion firme both in that place, and l. 3. de Pecc. mer. & 
Remiſs. c. 12, Illud fine dubitatione tenendum, quecungue 
illa ſantti ficatio fit, non valere ad Chriſtianos faciendos, atque 
ad dimittenda peccata , niſi Chriſtiana atque Eccleſiaſtica inſti- 
tatione & Sacramentss efficianenr fidele t. It 4 to.be held without 
doubt ing, that whatſoever that ſanttiſicarion be, it availes not to 
the making them Chriſtians and to the obteining remiſſion of fins, 
unleſſe by Chriſtian and Eccleſiaſtical inſtitution, and by the Sa- 
craments they be made faithfull. | 


24+ This is all that I can ſeaſonably return for the vindicating of my 


paraphraſe, It would be too immoderate an eæcurſion to take 
notice of all his pretended objections to the former part of it, which 
concerns the cohabiting ol the believer with the wnbeliever, which 
I aſſure Mr, T. were eaſy fully to anſwer, and ſhew his miſtakes 
in each particular, if the matter of our preſent diſpute did require, 
or would well bear a migep2oy of that length, or if I thought it in 
the leaſt degree uſefull to the reader, that I ſhould farther explain 
the grounds of my paraphraſe , then as they are already laid be- 
fore him, Fect. 31. &c. | 
Vet becauſe the reaſons which I there rendred for the paraphraſe 
taken from the notations of the word , hath been ſanitified] 
and & yweixz (not to, but) by the wife] and by the plain conſe- 
nents, what knoweſt thau wife, whether thou ſhat So thy huſ= 
and — are by Mr. T. examined with an endeavour to confute 
them, and ſo to overthrow the whole paraphraſe, it may perhaps 
be thought uſefull that I ſhould take a view of thoſe his 5ndeavors, 
and therefore that I ſhall now proceed to do, and ſhall there meet 
with by the way what was moſt material in his former exceptions 


againſt my parapbraſe. 


A Defence. of 
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Seck 2. | A 


The rendring- dyiasu [ bath been ſanftified] defended, S. Hir- 
romes teſtimonie. Enallages muſt not be made uſe of without 
weceſſity, No advantage from it here. Feigned inſtances of 
Enallage. KN, dxgSagmi thr, JU, KUW eu“. 


F. then, to my firſt evidence taken from the word 3/2521; 
hath been ſaniified referring to ſome paſt known examples 
and experiences, of this kind (of a wives converting the hnsband 
&c.) he hath a double anſwer, 1. That as my paraphraſe ex- 
preſſeth it, it ſhould ſigniſie not onely that an unbelieving huſ- 
band hath been ſanttified, but alſo that there is hope they will, and 
ſo it ſhould note not only ſome example paſt, but alſo ſome to come, 
of which there can be a leſſe reaſonable account given then of put- 
ring it in the preſent tenſe in Engliſh. 2. That the Exallage or 
change of tenſe # frequent, c. 11. 14. Kawwevey in the preſent 
Tenſe for the fut urt, and here d daf e for 15 or tin, and in 
the next verſe S£Srwmu in the preter for the preſent, and ſo 11a 
u here, wit; hath been, but ts ſanttified, of if in the preter tenſe, 
yet that to be underſtond of a paſt thing yet continued, as uin 
Joh. 3. 18. notes an att ſtill continued in force, 

Io theſe two I reply briefely, and firſt ro the former (the ſame 
which he had mentioned before, and excepted againſt as an exceſſe 
in my paraphraſe.but both there and here without the leaſt cauſe; 
For in my paraphraſe, I look upon iy/agzi as a verbe of the pre- 
ter tenſe, and as ſuch onely adapt the ſenſe to it, referring it not 
to future hopes but to paſt experiences or examples, Oneſy be- 
cauſe ex-mples are rhetorical ſyllogiſmes, and what hath been 
frequently experimented may alſo reaſonably be hoped, I ſuppoſe 
that che Apoſtle ſo meant theſe examples, as grounds of hoping the 
like for the future, not making this of the future any part of theſenſe 
of ijgia qui in the preter, but explicating the m aoz-x2y Or rational im- 
porcance {which is ſomewhat more then the 73 þn13y) of the Apoſtles 
ſpeech, and ſuppoſing this concluſion to ly hid under this premiſe, 
as 
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as it is ordinary in all diſcourſe to ſet down the premiſſes diftinlyy 
leaving the cencluſion by every ones reaion to be draww* from 
thence, without ſetting it down explicitely. 

Wherein that 1 was not miſtaken, I had all aſſurance from v. 
16. where the argument is preſt, and the concluſion inferred 
more explicitly, For what knoweſt thou, 0 wifi, whether thou 
ſhalt ſave thy hutband — and the like mentioned im the Para- 
phraſe from i Pet. 3-1, 549 
4. And herein I have the authoriry of 8 Hierome, as for my ten- 
dring & yuuxi by the woman ( ſo ] find it, per mulierem, in his 
7 Epiſt. ad Letam, and ſo Marianus Vittorins in his Scholia 
aſſures us, all che Copies antient and printed, read ir) ſo alſo for this 


part of my Paraphraſe; exemplum refert ( ſaith he on the place) 


quia ſæpe contigerit ut lucrifieret vir per malierem, Vnde & 
Beatus Petrus ait, ut ſiquis non credideret verbo, per mulierum 
converſationem ſine verho'[ncrifiertnt, id eſt, cum viderint eas in 
melins cummut at as, cog noſcant omnes Dei legem ita conſuetudine 
invettrata pot uiſſe: mut ar, He praducemi an example becauſe, 
faith he, it hath ten happened that the husband hath been gained 
by the wifr, accerding to that of S. Peter, that if any man believe 
not the word; he ſb uli without: the word be gained by the conver: 
ſation of the wife, that u, that when they ſhall ſee them changed to 
the better, all may know that the Lam of God might have been 
taken in exchange for ſo inveterate a ct iütJ.. 
And ſo-again Ep. 7. ad Letam, ſpeaking of the like example, 
Bene, ſaith he, feliciterque expeftavimm ;" Sautta & fidelts do- 
mus virum ſanctiſicat infide lem, we have well and happily expected 
(i. e. not miſt. of our expeftation ) an holy and faithfull houſe 
fanttifits an nnbelirver; adding his conceipt, ipſum Jovem, (6 
habuiſſet talem cognationem, pot uiſſe in Chriſt um credere, that 


Jupiter himſelf if he had bad ſucha kindred, might have been 


brought to the faith of Chriſt; | 

As for his 2* anſwer, I acknowledge fuch: Enalages to be or- 
dinarie in the Hebrew; and. ſometimes, but more rarely found in 
the Hebrkizing Erre hal pr ini ſiñ and conſequently that where 
the context ill not btat tbe ſenſe of the tenſeatuch is uſed, there 


may be place for this G ati . figure, Which yet is not tb be 


made uſe of wnneceffarily, | 
I.3 Accor» 
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7. Accordingly, if there were any convincing reaſon offered, that 


1xagu in the preter tenſe] could not be born, I ſhould not then 
doubt to interpret it by this ſjgure, either in the preſent or ſome 
ot her tenſe : But when (as here it is evident) there is no ſuch »ece/- 
ſity, then 1. I cannot think fit to do ſo, (tis dangerous to forſake 
the literal ſenſe, when it may be commodiouſly reteined, and fly 
to either a Rhetorical, or Grammatical figure) and having ao 
motive to do fo, I am next to conſider, what is the propereſt im- 
portance of that phraſe in that tenſe wherein it is uſed, and then 
I could not (I believe) have fallen upon any thing more natural, 
then that the preter forme of ſpeech referred to the paſt experiex- 
ces, &c. . 


8. This is a full ſati faction to his an/ver, yer I may in the 2* place 


10. 


ex abundanti adde thus much more, that the utmoſt that he can 
pretend to by the enallage (whether of the preter for the preſent, or 
of the preter underſtood of a paſt thing yet continued) is as com- 
modious for my interpretation, as the preter is: For if it be in 
the preſent, then the importance will be, that it is a matter of pre- 
ſent daily experience; if inthe paſt continued, then that it is mat- 
ter both of paſt and preſent experience that the unbeliever is thus 
wrought upon by the believer, and brought into the Church by 
baptiſme, and this a juſt ground of hope, that ſo it may be again 
in any particular inſtance, and ſoa competent motive that the be- 
lieving wife ſhould abide with the infidel husband, and not de- 
part as long as he will live peaceably with her, and this ſure-was 
S. Hieremes underſtanding in the words newly cited, exemplams 
refert, quia ſepe contigerit &c. the Apoſtle makes inſtance, pro- 
duceth example, that this hath (and doth ) ordinarily come to 
paſſe; And to that alſo exactly agrees the 16 verſe, For how 
hnoweſt than &c. . | 
As for Mr. T. his inſtances of Enallage, though now I ma 

ſafely yield them all, and rather gain then leſe by them, I ſhall 
yet in the laſt adde my ſenſe, that no one of them is any way 
convincing ; that of xaauror is not, C- 11. 24. for his paſſion 
was now ſo neer approaching, that it mi y fnly be repre- 
ſented as preſent, and fo ther be the force — — tenſe. 
That of à e, is not perrient, for certainly [L ic, 2 


is not for [ l, was ] which is the enalla ge of renſes, not is there 
HE any 


— —— 0 


— 


Infants Baptiſme. 


el. 


any neceſſity it ſhould be tor |, (the ena/lage of modes) the 
rendring is proper, elſe are your children unclean, and exactly all 
one with el/e were, the change of the mode not changing the /en/e 
in this matter; which was the cauſe why I followed the Engliſh 
rendring, and made no change in that rranſlation. 

11+ As tor his 34 inftance Sed iruler v. 15. which he ſaith is ma- 
nifeſtly put in the prrter tenſe for the preſent, I cannot be con- 
vinced of it, The context will well bear the preter tenſe yet 
continued Ino Law of Chriſt hath or doth thus 5»ſtave her} or 
the preter tenſe ſimply [ſhe by entring the bonds of marriage 
hath not thus inſtavea her (elf | that ſhe ſhould think her ſelf bound 
to do any thing contrarie to her religion in order to continuing with 
her husband. | 

12. As for al, Joh. 3-18, I wonder it could be thought fic to 
be produced to the prejudice of the prerer ſenſe, -when the qu, 
already ] which is preſent, is an evident proof of the preter ſenſe, 
and if it be continued as well as paſt (be that hath been condem- 


ned remaining fili under condemnation). this is ſtill perfectly a- 
greeable to my notion of i, the anbeliever oft hath been, 


13, And ſo much for all the grounds of his fir 


and daily is converted, arid brought to bapri/mve by the believer. 
his two anſwers to my inference from fo of 
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Pſal. 68. Mpproof of tbe interpretation from the context, 


1. THE 2“ concernes the rendring of % 4 wa, which Iread. 
[by the woman] but he [ts the woman] to] 14 note of 

the datuve caſe, and ſo up redundant, 0 

And che reaſon, faith he, that he ftill adheres to his way, is, be- 

becauſe this ſeems to him #he faireſt, caßeſt, and moſt congruous- 


ſenſe 


exception, and : 
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ſenſe thus to ex bound it, The believer may abide with the unbe- 
lieving yoke-fellow, For theugh he be an ubelie ver, and in him- 
ſelf nnſantified, yer in or to his wife he 1s as if he were ſanttified, 
it's all one in reſpect of conjugal uſt, as if be were ſantlified. ; 

3. Tothisrea/onT have many things to anſwer, 1. That the ve 
rendring it, is the vegging the queſtion, which is onely this ( in 
this matter) whether this be the faireſt, eaſieſt , and moſt congru- 
aus ſenſe, and muſt not be here ſuppeſed, when it ſhould be 

roved, 

Fog 2%, That if it were the faireſt ſenſe, yet if the words bear it not, 
ic muſt not be affixt to them, if it be more capable of another; and 
whether they will bear it or no, is the queſtion again, on occaſion 
of which this inquiry is made into the uſe of the prepoſition & and 
to ſuppoſe again that it will ſignifie re] in the dative ſenſe, before 
it is proved it will, is a ſecond begging the queſtion, a paralogi/me 
in Read of a reaſon. 

5 3%, The faireneſſeof the ſenſe (ſimply taken) is not attempted 
to be proved, which yer doth ſtand in great need of it; For beſide 
the redundancr, or unuſual ſenſe of &, ſome other parts of the 
rendring are none of the faireſt, As 1. the believer may abide | 
as if it were ſimply free to abide or not abide, whereas in the pre- 
ſent caſe (when the #»believer is willing to abide with the believer) 
the believer is by the Apeſtle counſelled at leaſt, if not comman- 
ded (and that is more then a. liberty, that he may) To him the 
Apoſtle ſaith (and his ſayings have ſure authority with them) wi 
d, let him not put away, Nay the interdict of Chriſt be- 
longing to all, but that one caſe of fornication, Mat. 5. and Mat. 
19. it is evident that by force thereof the believing man muſt not 
put away the unbeliever, that is-guilty of no more but wnkeliefe ; 
And accordingly the preface, Tois % ie — But for the reſt 
(or, for the other queſtions, v. 1. 6.8. 10.) ſay I, not the Lord 
muſt be applied not to the immediate conſequena, of the believers 
not putting away the unbelie ver, that will ſtay with him (for that 
had been determined by Chrift in the Negative) but to v. 15. 
If the.unbelieving depart, i. e if che unbeliener wlll not duell with 
the believer, except the be/zever fotſake his, or her religion, what 
ſhall be done then.? And to that the Apoſtles counſel is, that ma- 


F 


riage inſtaves not the believer fo far. 
All 
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6, All which is a competent prejudice to that part of Mr. T. his 
ſenſe, The believer may abide, For if that be it, even when the un- 
believer is willing to abide, then ſhe may allo depart, if ſhe ra- 
ther chooſe, which will be found contrary to Chriſt*s precept, and 
lo may not be admitted. 

7+ - 2%, In this rendring, ij] is engliſhed-Cnot by is or hath 

been ſanitified, but) by | « as if he were ſanctiſied] which indeed 
acknowledgeth that he is not truely ( in any reſpect ) ſanttified, 
and then ſure this will be a ſtrange conflruttion, 5 {mos iwyiedy 
the unbelitver (is not ſantlified but) ws as if be were ſanttified, 
when yet literally it muſt be rendred the wnbeliever hath been, or 
(to gratifie Mr. T.) or continues to be ſanttified : For what is 
this but to interpret an afſirmative by interpoſing a negation, he 
is ſanctiſed, by he i not? for ſo aſſuredly he is not, it he onely 
be as if he were, | 

Witch this let any man compare the interpretation I have given, 
the unbeliever hath been ſanttified by the believer, i. e. examples 
there are of ſuch as have been thus converted from their #nbeliefe, 
and this ſenſe inforced by the interrogation, v. 16. For what 
knoweſt rhon,6 woman, whether thou ſhalt ſave the man & c. and by 

S. Peters aphoriſme of daily obſervation, 1 Per. 3. 1. the hnsband 

that obeyes not the word, i. e. the wnbeliever, may probably be 

gained by the converſation of the wife, and then ler him imparti- 
ally paſſe judgement, which is the faireſt and eaſieſt rendring. 
His 2* regſon is, becauſe though the Dr. deny it, yet (faith he) 

I averre, that the notion of iy for to, as a ſign of the dative caſe, 

is found more then once in the New Teſtament. 

9. The truth of this I muſt now examine by the proofs offered 

for the affirmation, And his firſt proofe, is from Mat. 17. 12. 

imin(ay ts dvip, This, faith he, cannot be eluded, becauſe the 

ſame ſpeech is Mar. 9. 13. i , avts and rendred by Beza 
in the former place, fecerunt ei, they did to him, 2. Whereas the 

Doctor ſaith & i uſed for ue, upon him or againſt him, It had been 

meet the Doctor ſhould have given one inſtance at leaft of ſuch con- 

ftruftion, which, faith he, I do not believe he can do. 

10. To this Ianſwer, 1. By to ready inſtances in one verſe, Lu. 23. 

31. Ei 76 Uypo Evap mile milovy UW T6 Enpy A yindet; if 

they do theſe things (our ordinary Engliſh reades in 4 green tree, 
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bur the ſenſe and propriety directs us to) on the green tree, what 
ſhall be dane on the dry? here is the very phraſe that is uſed in that 
place of Matthew, m & vypp, as (av & avis, and then 
for S. Martes uſing (in the parallel place) aur for & auls| 
that proves not that & was redundant in S. Matthew, or 
that it was a bare ſi gu of the dative caſe, it being fice to 8. Marke 
to uſe any other expreſſion, different from S. Mathew, fo he re- 
teined the ſenſe, as it is clear in this place he doth, doing injuries 
to him, being all one in effect with upon or againſt him, though 
the phraſes are not the ſame, which no way inferres that when 
the change of the phraſe changes the ſenſe, it were lawfull fo to 
varie it, as in the place we have in hand (iy yuyeixi) tis on both 
ſides ſuppoſed to do. | 

A 2* inſtance which he conceives cannot be eluded, ts Col. 1. 23. 
7% x1puy 21G ty de lat, which was preached to every crea> 
ture, and this he proves to be the onely rendring.1. Becanſe aus- 
6 to preach, is commonly with a dative caſe of the objeft, and 
thowgh, 1 Tim. 3. 16. it i wnnpuyn iv Y3180uvy yet our tra ſla- 
fors, and the vulgar, and Beza read it unto the Gentiles, as if 
there it noted onely a dative caſe, and if it were among the Gentiles, 
there, yet here Col. 1. 23. it cannot be ſc, becanſe the objeft is ix the 
fSSngular number, but tv, when it i for among, is joyned ſtill with 
a #oun of the plural and 2. That which, ſaith he, pats this out 
of all denbt, 1s, that the phraſe Col. 1. anſwers Mar. 15.16; 
xintVEaTrs Hm m40y Th ice. 5 

But to all this the a»/wer is ready, by obſerving the exact nota- 
tion of 74 x1ig1s the whole creation (as ve render it Rom. 8.22.) 
as that ſignifies the whole, but eſpecially the Gentile world, and 
accordingly is expreſt by a α #3 Mat. 28. and farther ex- 
plained by z e, the whole world, to which in S. Mark they 
are appointed to go, when they were thus to preach the Goſpel ca- 
61 75 xlign, to this whole creation. Now of xlias in this notion it 
is clear, chat though it be in the ſin gular number, yet that hath the 
power of the plural, as the word | world] and the like, which eve- 
ry body knowes, is a noun of Mualtitude, and ſo is creation, when 
i is thus taken for the whole created world, meaning this werld of 
men, the nations or people of the world, 
13; And then there can be no doubt but xypvy2wit is w 75 

iow] 


Infant Baptiſme, 


xize] is moſt exactly chus to be rendred, (preached in, ot among 
the whole creation, as Gal. 1. 16, mg/orowy by Tels Idee, preach 
in the nations, ot among the Gentiles, and lo t Tim. 3. 16. allo, 
though the ſenſe being no way altered by rendring-it unte the 
whole creation, or every creature, and te the Gentiles, it matters 
little though it be promiſcuonſiy thus rendred in all thele places, 
which yet muſt not preſcribe for other places, where the lenſe is 
ſo much changed by the divers rendting, as in this caſe 5y1/Sy i 
vr is obſervable, where therefore the {irera/ rendiing being 
retained, We are not reaſonably to conclude any more from it, 
then that /itera/rendring will afford us. As for the parade phraſe 
Mar. 16. that doubtleſs can prove nothing, 1. Becauſe the places 
are not, nor can be thought pe , 2. Becauſe if they were, (as 
of Mat. 28. and Mar. 16. hath been granted) yet the parade! 
lying onely in the ſenſe, and that being all one, whether they pre acht 
to or among the Gentiles, this no way concludes that the phraſes 
are the ſame, or the i, in one redundant, which is the anely thing 
for the proving of which this parallel is produced, but of that J 
have formerly ſpoken. 
14. His third inſtance is S4Sojuiver by ay2poraug, A412, which 
he cannot yet conceive, but that it s better rendred, to men, then 
among men. And his reaſons are, 1. Becauſe Su hath moſt 
regularly and conſequently a dative caſe of the perſon after it. 
2. Becauſe if it had been among men, it had been to be placed 
after iner, other, there i ns other name among men, given, but 
being placed after given, it ij to be expounded as referred to given, 
not to other, and ſo muſt be read, to men, not, among men. 3. Ie 
ſeems no good ſenſe, nor true, that Chriſt was a name given among 
men, for though he were among men, yet he was given from above. 
Toall which he addes the judgement of [renems, l. 3. c. 12. cited 
by Bez.a, and a parallel phraſe i i for rear, Act. 7. 44. 
To theſe Tanſwer, 1. That tis true that when S{Sww hath any 
caſe of the perſen following and governed by it, that is conſtant · 
ly che dat ide, but that is no way applicable to this phraſe %o 
wiroy iy dy2pSrorsy for there the perſons, dy2pdrors are governed 
by the prepoſition iy, not by eds 
16- To the 2*, That the conſtruion by among, is very good, 
placing it after given, there is no other - given among men i. e. 
: 2 no 
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no means of ſalvation afforded by Gad, and continued among men 

17. To the 3*. That Chriſt's being given from above, no way pre- 
Judges his being given among men, both becauſe the benefit of 
this gift is as a common donative, diftributed among men, and ol- 
ſo becauſe this gift is diſpenſt in forme of humane fleſh, Chriſt is 

become man, and to be found and ſeen among men. 

18. And to the laſt, for the place of Irenæus, tis ſtrange that neither 
Mr. T. nor Bex a whom he tranſcribed, ſhould remember that 
Ireneus wrote Greek, , and that as the Latine tranſlation ¶ datum 
hominibus | is not written by Irenæ us, ſo there is no queſtion but 
Trenens's Greek was the ſame with the text in the Ad, SeScutror 
i aryporos, and then the Tranſlator (barbarous enough through 
that whole book) is to be reformed by the Author, and not the 
Author judged of by the Tranſlator; Or if he were, and Irenæ us 
Greek did really read dySpomeors, without | iy | as the Tranſſa- 
tor doth hominibus] without ¶ in] then I mult reſolve, that the 
copie of the Scriptare, which he followed, did fo read before him 
[ SePopiyer ay2paTors ] and if ſo, then hat proof can Mr. T. have 
from thence that in other places or phraſes, where iy is found in all 
copies, it ſhall be redundant, and ſigaifie no more then if it were 
not to be found there? 

19. As for iy rag, it muſt certainly be rendred, among the Fa- 
thers, thus, the tabernacle of witneſs was among our Fathers in 
the wilderneſs : Tis pity the reader ſhould be exerciſed and de- 
tained with ſuch debates as thele, wich which yet in obedience to 
Mr. T. I muſt farther importune him, 

20, Fora 4* inſtance he again reſumes that of Gal. 1. 16. and 
2 Per. 1. 5. That Gal. 1. where of God the Apoſtle faith, that 
he was pleaſed to reveale his own ſonne iy iu, and when I had 
readred that by, ors through me, to others, This expoſition, ſaith 
he, makes the Apoſtle tantdlogize ineptiy. | 

21. This ſtrange undecent expreſſion I wiſh had been ſpared, ſor cer- 
tainly there was little rempration for it: why, I pray, might not 
the Apoſtle without incurring eicher part of that cenſure, ſay, 
God was pleaſed through me to reveal his ſonne, and by way of 
explication, (and withall to denote the defggnation of that Apo- 
file to his peculiar province, as the Apoſtle of the uncircamciſion) 
adde, that I might preach the Goſpel to the Gentiles. Certainly 
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every explication of an obſc#rer or narrower, by a clearer; or 
larger phraſe, is not inept tautologie, but that which all writers 
which have deſired to ſpeak —— have always been full of. 

:2+ And yet 2 the latter part here, of his preaching the Goſpell 
to the Gentiles (he being peculiarly the Apoſtle of the Gentiles, 
as Peter and John were of the Jewes whereloever diſperſed ) is 
more then was pretended to be laid by my rendring and para- 
phraſing the former part of it; for in that thoſe others had not 
been defined, who they were, or limited to the Gentiles. 

23+ This Mc T. ad verted not in bis object ion, I defire he will now. 
take notice of it. For that of #myapnyn(amviv TH mou e aps)lw,. 
I need adde no more to what I had before faid, that it is moſt ſul- 
ly rendred thus, ante or over and above your faith ſuperadde 
virtue, or fortitude. 

24. Two places, he faith, he had formerly produced ont of the old. 
Teftament, Dent. 28. 60. and 2 Kin. 7. 27. and now addes one 
more, Pſal. 68.18. But beſides that three onely places in che 
whole old Teftament, would never inferre that ſo it muſt be in 
this place of the ne, there being many more to preponderate for 
the contrary, and there being no prerenle of neceſſity that thus ic 
mnſt be here, beſides this, I ſay; it will be found, that theſe three will 
be of no availe to him. | 

; 25, Ot the two former the 20 1 not, there be but 20. verſe in that 
Chapter, and therefore no iy in the 270: and for the former we 
well read it, #ntothee, where the 72. reads iy Cel, in the ordinary 
way of acception of i» for 48. 

26. And laſtly, for his new ſprung reſtimonie, Pſal. 63, 18. of La- 
tec Sour iy d ,t for which taith he the Apoſtle hath Eph. 4. 
8; Thou Shuale mis. ay 3pwTus, which he ta kes ro be more then 
enough to refute the Doctor, tis preſently viſible that it hath no 
manner of force in it; For though thoſe two places are perfect- 
ly parallel, as to the matter, yet for the expreſſion tis evidently 
very different, in one | thou haſt received] inthe other ¶ he hath 
given] and fo [ir ar3paror; for or among men] mult of all neceſ- 
fity differ from | aySpwTro; to wen | For how could it be ſenſe to 
ſay, thou haſt received gifts to men ? yet ſo it muſt be, to make 
good Mr. T. his obſervation, that iy ſignifies to, or is redundant, 
or the note of x dative caſe. 
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| 17, Andiſo he never had a more improper ſeaſon for his rrinmphs; 
never leſſe cauſe to tell others of talking ad raudum, when he him- 
ſelf was fo far removed from all appearance of demonſtration, And 
ſo much for the Grammatical notation of iy yvyaiui, very unfit to 
have exerciſed us thus long, but that Mr. T. would have it ſo, 
and words are the meanes of conveighing realities unto us, and mi- 
ſakes in them(though minute)may be of ſubſtantial importance. 
18. My 3* proof — for my interpretation of the firſt part 
of, v. 14. which to me put it out of all doubt, by comparing it 
with the reaſon ſubjoyned, For what kwoweſt thou, 6 wife, whe- 
ther thou ſhalt ſave thy husband; or how hnoweſt then, 0 man, 
whether thou ſhalt ſave thy wife ? | he comes next to examine, and 
hath many exceptions againſt it, all which (without loſing time 
in repeating and viewing them ſeverally) will be ſoon ditpelled 
by a right underſtanding of the force of the Apoſtles argument 
as there I conceiye it to ly, Thus v. 14. It i matter of ordina- 
ry obſervation, that unbelieving husbands have been brought to the 
faith and baptiſme by the believing wife, therefore I now exhort 
aud connſel the believer not to depart from the unbeliever, in caſe 
the unbeliever be willing to ſtay, v. 13. for this reaſon, v. 16. 
becauſe what hath been Jo oft, may very probably be hoped again, 
and conſequently upon the prems/es the believer hath ground to 
hope, that ſhe may in time gain the hn/band to the faith, and 
that, being ſo fair a reward in her view (the ſaving or reſcu- 
ing him from infidelitic , to Chriſt ) may well inforce the coun- 
ſel ofthe Apoſtle, not to depart from him, as long as, without 
ſon, ſhe is permitted to ſtay, 
By which it appeares that this v. 16. is not a bare explanation 
of jziag v. 14. (on which Mr. T. his exceptions principally de- 
.pend) but an application of the argument formerly propoſed, 
but now more ſignally brought home to them, under the forme 
of | i for what] by this means to reinforce his concluſion of 
their not departing for the cauſe of s»fidelitie : If the reader will 
bu: obſerve what is thus viſiole, he will want no more help, to get 
out of the intricacies, and toiles, which Mr. T: hath here pred 
for him in this matter, which is in it ſelf ſo manifeſt, as nothing 
can be added to it, if either the text or my paraphraſe may,be 
permitted to ſpeak for it (elf, 
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M.. T. his miſtake of my ſenſe. The argument a genere ad 
ſpeciem. * ArgSupra and gta. How the husband is ſaid to be bap- 
tized by the wife. UND partial waſhings. T he Proportion be- 
twixt legal holynefs, and baptiſme. Difference between relative 
and real ſanctificatien. The teſtimonies of the antient, for and 
againſt my interpretation. 


Hs exceptions to the former part of my paraphraſe being 
now ended, I muſt attend what he hath to fay againſt the 


latter part of it, that which concernes our matter in hand more 
neerly; The words are tm} dpa, for elſe were your children un- 
clean, but now are they holy, i. e. non that ſcore it is that Chri- 
ftians children are admitted to baptiſme, viz. becauſe by their 
living in the familiewith the Chriſtian parent they probably will 
(and ought to) be brenght up in the fairh— and the Church 
(requiring añd receiving promiſc from the parents ) reaſonably 
preſumes they will, and to admits them to bapri/me, 

2. This argument of the Apoſtles thus explained in my paraphraſe 
(or if he yer will have it more piu thus, The Church upon con- 
faence that the belitvere children will be brought up in the faith, 
receives them to baptiſme when they are infants ; And upon the 
[ame grounds of hope, that your abiding with the nnbelieving buſ- 
band may in time convert him (as by experience it hath oft been 
found) I adviſe you not to depart from him, if he will live with 

you ; For what knoweſt thouw-whether thou ſhalt ſave thy huſband, 
&c.) Mr. T. hath made a ſhift not to underſtand, and ſub ſti- 
tuted another way of arguing in my name, in ſtead of it, p. 331. 
And having done fo I muſt leave him to combate with the ſhadow 
of his own creating, no part of his impreſſion lighting upon that, 
which alone I profeſfe to be my meaning in it ; which I leave him 
or the reader to ſee, in the particulars propoſed by him, but muſt 

not now be ſo impertinent, as to loſe time in the purſuit of them. 

3. But the reaſons produced for my thus interpreting, he next pro- 
ceeds to examine, and I muſt take care to vindicate them. My 


. 
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17, Andifo he never had a more improper ſeaſon for his triumphi; 


I9, 


never lefle cauſe to tell others of ralking ad randum, when he him- 
ſelf was fo far removed from all appearance of demonſt ration. And 
ſo much for the Grammatical notation of iy yvyarzi, very unfit to 
have exerciſed us thus long, but that Mr. T. would have it ſo, 
and words are the meanes of conveighing realities unto us, and mi- 
ſakes in them(though minute)may be of /#bftantiall importance. 


18. My 3* proof produced for my interpretation of the firſt part 


of, v. 14. which to me put it out of all doubt, by comparing it 
with the reaſon ſubjoyned , For what kvoweſt thou, 6 wife, he- 
ther thou ſhalt ſave thy husband; or how knoweſt than, 0 man, 
whether thou ſhalt ſave thy wife ?] he comes next to examine, and 
hath many exceptions againſt it, all which (without loſing time 
in repeating and viewing them ſeverally) will be ſoon ditpelled 
by a right underſtanding of the force of the Apoſt les argument 
as there I conceive it to ly, Thus v. 14. It i matter of ordina- 
ry obſervation, that unbelieving husbands have been brought to the 
faith and baptiſme by the believing wife, therefore I now exhort 
and counſel the believer not to depart from the unbeliever, incaſe 
the unbeliever be willing to ſtay, v. 13. for this reaſon, v. 16. 
becauſe what hath been Jo oft , may very probably be hoped again, 
and conſequently upon the premiſes the believer hath ground to 
hope, that ſhe may in time gain the hn/band to the faith, and 
that, being ſo fair a reward in her view (the ſaving or reſcu- 
ing him from infidelitie, to Chriſt ) may well inforce the coun- 
ſel ofthe Apeſt le, not to depart from him, as long as, without 
fin, ſhe is permitted to ſtay. 

By which it appeares that this v. 16. is not a bare explanation 
of ziacu v. 14. (on which Mr. Z. his exceptions principally de- 


pend) but an application of the argument formerly 2 


but now more ſignally brought home to them, under the forme 
of i ᷣ for what—| by this means to reinforce his concluſion of 
their not departing for the cauſe of inſidelitie: If the reader will 
bu: obſerve what is thus viſible, he will want no more help, to get 
out of the intricacies, and toiles, which Mr. T: hath here /pred 
for him in this matter, which is in it ſelf ſo manifeſt, as nothing 
can be added to it, if either the text or my paraphraſe maybe 
permitted to ſpeak for it ſelf, 

Sect. 4. 
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Set. 4. 


Myr. T. his miſtake of my ſenſe. The argument à genere ad 
ſpeciem. Aud af and £312, How the husband ts ſaid tobe bap- 
tized by the wife. V partial waſhings. The proportion be- 
twixt Ii gal holyneſi, and baptiſme. Difference between relative 
and real ſanctiſication. The teſtimonies of the antient, for and 
againſt my interpretation. 


1. IS exceptions to the former part of my paraphraſe being 
now ended, I muſt attend what he hath to fay againſt the 
latter part of it, that which concernes our matter in hand more 
neerly; The words are tm} dpa, for elſe were your children un- 
clean, but now are they holy, i. e. pon that ſcore it is that Chri- 
ftians children are admitted to baptiſme, viz. becauſe by their 
living in the familiewith the Chriſtian parent thèy probably will 
(and ought to) be bronght* up in the fairh— and the Church 
(requirimg arid receiving promiſe from the parents) reaſonably 
preſumes they will, and to admits them to bapri/me. 

2. This argument of the Apoſtles thus explained in my paraphraſe 
(or if he yet will have it more plaiuſy thus, The Church upon con- 
fdonce that the belitvere children will be brought up in the faith, 
receives them to baptiſme when they are infants; And upon the 
ſame grounds of hope, that your abiding with the nnbelieving huſ- 
band may in time convert him (as by experience it hath oft been 
found) I adviſe you not to depart from him, if he will live with 

you; For what knoweſt thou whether thou ſhalt ſave thy huſband, 
&c.) Mr. T. hath made a ſhift not to underſtand, and ſub ſti- 
tuted another way of arguing in my name, in ſtead of it, p. 331. 
And having done fo I muſt leave him to combate with the ſhadow 
of his own creating, no part of his impreſſion lighting upon that, 
which alone I profeſſe to be my meaning in it ; which I leave him 
or the reader to ſee, in the particulars propoſed by him, but muſt 
not now be ſo impertinent, as to loſe time in the purſuit of them. 

3. But the reaſons produced for my thus interpreting, he next pro- 

ceeds to examine, and I muſt take care to yindicate them, My 


78 


A Defence of 


firſt reaſon is, becauſe 4% ., holy, noting a relative holyneſſe , 
a ſetting apart to God, and the /oweſt degree of that imaginable 
being the initiating into the Church by baptiſme, this mult in tea- 
ſon be here noted by 22 holy, as all viſible profeſſors, Exr. g. 2. 
are the holy ſeed , and in the Epiſtles ofthe Apoſtles, d e holy, 


4. To this he anſwers, that it being all granted, confirmes not the 


Doctors expoſition, becauſe tis no good argument a genere ad ſpe- 
ciem affirmative, and: becauſe infants are not viſible profeſſors, 
But ſure when the ſpecies is ſuch, that he that hath not that, 
hath not any part of the genus, the argument will thus hold very 
irrefragably : Suppoſe that of the Deacon to be the loweſt order of 
officers of the Church, and that without which there is no aſcen- 
ing to any higher degree in the miniſterie, will not then the ar- 
ument hold; He hath ſome degree Eccleſiaſtical upon him, there- 
| wn ſure he is a Deacon? Thus ſure it is in this matter, the rela- 
tive holyneſs belongs to no perſon , that is not baptized, bap- 
riſme is the loweſt degree of it, and all ſuperior degrees of Apo- 
le, Prophet, &c. in the Chriſtian Church are founded in that, 
therefore if the infant children be holy, the infant children are 
baptized. So again, Baptiſme is the loweſt degree of viſible pre- 
feſſion, therefore if theſe that are ſaid to be holy, are vi/ible pro- 
feſſors, then ſure they are baptized; And fo there is no force in 
that whether anſwer or exception to my firſt reaſon. 


6, My 2* followes from the notation of axzSup]e, LF. 10. 14, 


for thole that muſt not be received into the Church, as on the o- 
ther fide God's cleanſing is God's reputing him fit to be partakgr 
of this priviledge, whereby it appears how fitly, receiving and 
not receiving to baptiſme | are expreſt by [ boly and unclean, } 

Jo this he a»/wers by acknowledging the concluſion, viz. the 
fitneſſe of the expreſſion, All his exception is againſt my premiſſe, 
the notion of «nclean, Act. 10. which, ſaith he, ſignifies there not 
onely one out ef the Church, but alſo one that a Few might not 
go in to, or eate with, To this I reply, that my concluſion being 
granted, I may ſafely part with that, which inferred it, as when 
I am arrived at my journeys end, I have no farther need, or uſe 
of my horſe or guide that brougit me thither : Let it be remem- 
bred, that [holy and unclean] ficly exprefle thoſe that are re- 
ceived , or not received to baptiſme, and then I am ſure I have 

not 
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not offended againſt the propriety of the words, by concluding 
from this ext, that in the Apoſtles time the believers children 
were received to bapti/me ; And if I have as little offended a- 
gainſt the rational importance of the words in that place (as I 
hope hath formerly appeared that I have) then I hope 1 am per- 


fectly innocent in inducing my concluſion, 


7, As for the ule of the phraſe Act. 10. though now I need not 


contend, yet I may adde, that the notion of not entring to, and eating 
with, containing under it this other of not baptizing (tor ture he 
might not baprize thoſe to whom he might not enter) affd the 
baptiz.ing Cornelius (and not onely entring to him) being the end 
for which Peter received that viſion, I ſtill adhere that a 
in that places ſignifies one peculiarly that muſt not be received 
into the Church by baptiſme; and the holyneſs, on the contrary, re- 
cept ion to that priviledge. 


8. My 3“ reaſon being taken from the uſe of the Hebrew wp 


to ſanctiſie, for waſhing any part of the body, and on occaſion of 
chat, mentioning a conjecture that the uſe of ho/yneſs for baptiſme 
might perhaps intimate that the primitive bapti/me were not al- 
ways immer ſions, but that ſprinkling of ſome part might be ſuffi- 
cient ; he hath a reply to each of theſe ; To the former, that if this 
reaſon were good, then the huſbands being ſanified by the wife, 


* muſt ſigniſie his being baptized or waſhed by her; to the latter, 


that I have in my writings ſo oft acknowledged the baptiſme of the 


« Zewes and Chriſtiant to be immerſion of «the whole body, that I 


ought to be aſhamed to ſay the contrary, and that 1 can hardly be- 


lieve my ſelf in it. 
9. TotheleI anſwer, firſt to the former, 1. That I that affirme 
ſandt i ficationt among the Fewes to henifie waſhings, do allo 


know that ir hath other ſignifications, and that that ſignification 
is in each text to be cholen, which ſeems moſt agreeable in all 
thoſe reſpects which are to be conſiderable in the pitching on any 
interpretation; Conſequently that the win:*s baprizing the hu 
band being a thing abſurd, and utterly unheard of in the Church 
of God, whether in the Apoſtles or ſucceeding ages, this ſenſe may 
not reaſonably be affixt to it, whereas the baprizing of infants 
by the antients affirmed to be received from the Apoſtles, it is 


moſt reaſon: ble to underſtand the words of this, though not of the 
L other 
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parallels as could haye been thought on, 


other (and ſo to apply the obſervation (as it is viſible I did ) to the 


latter, not former part ofthat ver/e. 


10. And yet 2. if we ſhall diſtinguiſh of the notion of [by] and ex- 


pound | iy yuya by the woman | of the perſwaſion,that the woman 
hath uſed to bring her huſband to baptiſme, and not of her my ſte- 
rie in baptiz.ing, we may very conveniently ſo interpret the for- 
mer part of the verſe allo, that by the woman, ò av dmos d,. 
4 the unbelieving huſband hath been brought to baptiſme, viz. by 
being brought to faith, to which this priviledge belongs. 

As for his 2 exceptions to my conjecture, founded in the uſe 
of PUTp ſanttifications tor partial not total waſhings, 1, I an- 
ſwer, that I mention it only as a conject ure, with a perhaps, and 
lay no more weight upon it : 2. That for Chriſtian {pon 1d Ino 
where affirme that it was onely by immerſion, nor on the other 
fide that it was always by ſprinkling, but diſjunctively, either by 
one or the other (as by the words cited by him from Prac: Cat: 
. 6. Seft. 2. is clear) ſuppoſing indeed that Chriſt”s appoint- 
ment was not terminated to either, and fo ſatisfied by either. 

My laſt reaſon is taken from the effect of the legal uncleanne ſſe, 
contrary to thoſe their ſanttifications, viz removing men from the 
congregation ; agreeable to which it is that thoſe ſhould be cal- 
led holy, who in the account of Cod, ſtood fo, that they might be 
received into the Church; To this he anſwers, that it « ſaid with= 
out proof that the uncleanne/s excluding from, and ſanttification 
reſtoring to the tabernacle are proportionable to the notion here 
given of the childrens being excluded or included in the Church, 


aking, why Cornelius ſhould be counted ont of the Church, being - 


4 devout man, 


13. But to this I reply, that that which is ſo manifeſt needed no 


farther proof, for what two things can be more proportionable, or 
anſwerable the one tothe other, then the Jewes calling thoſe un- 
clean, and holy, who were excluded from, and reſtored to the 
tabernacle, and. the Chriſtians calling them wnclean, and holy, 
that were excluded from, and received into the Church, the exclu- 
ſion and reception being the ſame on both fades, as alſo the anclean- 
eſs and holyneſs, and the proportion lying only betwixt the Jew- 
iſh tabernacle and the Chriſtian Church, which ſurely are very fit 


As 
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14. As for his que ſtiom of Cornelius, it is moſt vain, the whole diſ- 
courſe being not of real but relative ſanctification, and the difference 
moſt viſible berwixt that ſanctity which was traely in him in re- 
ipeR of his de votion, fearing, praying &c. and that outward pri- 
viledge of admiſſion into the congregation of the ewes, which 
alone was the thing which in the account of God, or ſober men 
was denyed Cornelius. 

15- Thele be pitifull ſophiſmes, and in no reaſon farther to be in- 
liſted on, And therefore it was bur neceſſary ti at to amn/e the tea- 
der, he ſhould here adde by way of clo/e that Auguſti ne aid di/- 
claim this interpretation, Hierome and Ambroſe gave another, and 
[o did Tertullian De Anima, c. 39. 

16. The three former of theſe we muſt, it ſeems,take upon his word, 
for he cites not the places where they give that other interpreta- 
tion, nor pretends he that they gave that to which he adheres : But 
for Tertullian the molt antient of theſe, by the place here cited, I 
am aſſured what credit is due to his citarions, having ſer down 
the words at large from that c. 39, de Anima and found it per- 
fectly to accord to my interpretation. 

17. The like hath appeared of S. Hierome in part (for the former 
and more difficult part of the verſe) the man hath been ſ[anttified, 
exemplum refer, ſaith he, quia ſepe contigerit, juſt according to 
my parapbraſe of the place. 

18. For S. Auguſtine allo, I. 2. de Pecc. Mer. & Remiſs. c. 26. 
(which I ſuppoſe the place he means) I have already accounted, 
And for the Annotations on the Epiſtles, which go under S. Am- 
broſe"s name, as I have not commoditie to examine them, ſo they 
are known and univerſally acknowledged to be none of S. An- 
broſe's writings ; And then it is competently evident how 
little he hath gained by this unſeaſonable appeal to teſtimo- 
"ns. 

19. The deſigne, I ſuppoſe, was to prevent the force of my all- 
gationt, Fot in that place as an appendix to the uſe of the word, 
holy, among the ewe, I had added the acception of it among 
the antient Chriſtian writers, S. Cyprian, Ep. 59. Eum qui na- 
tus eſt baptizandum, & ſanttificandm, and the two places out 
of Gregory Nazianzen , of a ie αν i, being ſancti- 
fied when they are mor (through want of years) ſenſible of it, and 
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e Ge c dana, ſan ct iſied from infancy, And before he chooles 
to take notice of theſe, he brings forth his names of Farheys too; 
wich what ſucceſs, we have ſeen, and ſhall not need farther to 
conſider. 

20. At length he deſcends to take notice of my teſtimonies, and to 
them he hath two anſwers, 1. That for the antients of the third or 
fourth Century, eſpecially for the Latine Doctors, he think: the 
Doctor knows them better then to aſſert that they knew certainly 
the ſacred Dialect, adding that few of them had iin Hebrew or 
Greek, 2. That if thoſe Fathers knew the ſacred dialect, then net 
holy but ſanctified, muſt be as much as baptized, and then 
the ſenſe is, that the unbeleeving husband is baptix-d by 
the wife. 

at. 1 anſwer was even now fati>fied to the full, To the 
former then I reply, 1. That of the two antients cited by me, the 
former was crowned a Martyr within 160 yeers after the A- 
poſtles age, and the latter flonriſhed about 110 yeers after 
him, and fo that ig reſpect of their time they are no way 
incompetent to teſtify what was the ſacred language, the writers 
whereof were ſo lately gone our of the world. 

22, 2%. That one of theſe being a Greek Doctor, and he agreeing 
exactly with the other (and more of the ſame kind I have now pro- 
duced in this Rejoynder) there can here be no pretenſe for Mr. Z. 
either to prejudice the Latine Doctors skill in this matter, or to ſay 
they had ill in Greck, 

23* 3%. That the notion that they had of the word, being the very 
fame, that the Hebrews were lo lately ſhown to have had of it, 
there was as little colour, ot temptation from the matter in hand, to 
except againſt their il in Hebrew, 

24+ 4. That either of theſe antient Doctors knew as much (the 
one much more) of Greck as any of the four whom juſt 
now Mr. T. had vouched for the interpreting of the place; and 
for the Hebrew S. Hierome , who alone was better skilled in 
that, concurred wich me in the main part (and baſis ) of my 
interpretation. 

Laſtly , The text to the Corinthians beeing in Grethe, cer- 
tamly Gregory Nazianzen was as great a Maſter in that Ian- 
£wage » as any that can be pretended fit to be confronted againſt 

him, 


25. 


Infants Baptiſme. 


him, and wich that concurrence, which | have ſhewed he had of O- 
riger, and others, both Greek and Lat ine, may be thought worthy 
to be heeded by Mr. T. for a matter of no greater weight then his, 
the interpretation of a word, eſpecially when Mr. T. himſelf hath 
ſo lately joyned his ſuffrage in theſe plain words, I deny not the 
425 of the expreſſing | receiving to baptiſme] by the terme 
holy. 

And ſo much for thoſe exceptions againſt the latter part of my 
paraphraſe of that verſe, and my reaſons for it. 


a; 
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Cray, IV. 


An anſwer to Mr. Tombes's view of my ( oncluſion 
and therein the ſenſe of Antiquity in this Queſtion, 


Sec, 1. 


Tizyz, 1 Cor. 7. infant children. The Jewes practice. Their 
notion of | holy | Baptiſine a priviledge of believers children, 
yet is communicated to others whoſe guardians are believers. 
The ſeveral ſorts of holyneſs all vainly mentioned by Mr. T. 
Hu denyals of the Concluſion. The place in Tertullian vindi- 
cated. F. Hieromes anſwer to Paulinus. Inſtitutionis di- 
ſciplina in Tertullian. Candidati Damoniorum. A 3* denyal 
of the Concluſion, The uſe of baptiſme to regenerate &c. 
No prejudice to the founding it in the Jewiſh prattice. His art 
of diverſion to put off anſwering of teſtimonies. The way 
of Teſtimonies inſiſted on. 


1. Frer this examination of my paraphraſe of this teæt to the 

Corinthians., he proceeds to the conclxſion which I deduce 

from thence, which is no other then my premiſſes, viz. my con- 

firmation of that interpretation, had regularly inferred, that the 

infants of Chriſtian parents were by the Apoſtles received to 
baptiſme. 

2. Zut to this he will object alſo, not onely by referring to his 
former performances in validating the premiſſes (to which I ſhall 
not need to now advert, having refuted his an/wers, as they were 
produced) but by denying the conſequence in caſe my inter- 
pretation were granted, and that upon theſe accounts, 1. Becauſe 
it is not clear that ¶ your childres? are [ your infants] the Corin- 
thians having ( for ought yet hath been ſhewed ) other childres be- 
fades infants, and the Jewes baptiving proſelytes, children females 


under 
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under 12, and males under 13. heart old, not according to their 
will, but of the Father or Court. 2. Becauſe if the Apoſtle ſhowld 
by [ holy | mean a priviledge whereupon they were baptized be 
ſhould conceive otherwiſe then the Jewes did, who conceived all un- 
clean whom they baptized, till by baptiſme they cleanſed them, and 
made them holy. 3. Becauſe there 1s no priviledge attributed by 
the Apoſtle to the Chriſtians infants, which would not belon 
to the infants of heathen , or if there were yet it might not 4 
bapriſme. | 

To the firſt of theſe 1 have incidentally anſwered already, by 
making it evident, not that the Corinthians had no other children 
beſide infant: (I have no want of ſuch ridiculous evalions ) but 
that the children which are there ſpoken of were infant children, 
as appeared both by the _ words of Tertullian, and the Au. 
thor of Anſwers ad Ant ioc hum, and the agteeableneſs of Nazian- 
zen's expreſſions, by the general doctrine of the Fathers in this 
matter, and by the inconveniences which were conſequent to the 
interpreting it of any other but infant children, meaning by them 
ſuch as ate either ſtrictly infants, new born, or ſuch as are pro- 
portionable to theſe, having not arrived to maturity of underſtan- 
ding, and capacity of proſeſſing perſonally for themſelves. For 
this I muſt refer the reader to that place- 

And for the practice of the Jewes, which ] acknowledge ro 
be as is here ſuggeſted, not to hapti⁊ e any proſelytes children by 
their own wills or profeſſions, till they be, the female at the full 
age of 12. the male of 13. years, ſuce it makes nothing againſt 


mes, for they that thus baptized the proſelytes children, all under 


that age, by the profeſſion of others, did alſo baptize their infant 
children in the ſame manner, and all that I pretend from that 

place is, that the believers infants were admitted to bapti/me,if in- 
fants they were, not doubting but if they were of greater years. 
they were baptix ed alſo, if before they were fit to had for them- 

ſelves, then by their parents or the Churches, bur i fit to anſwer 

for themſelves, then by their own profeſſion. 

Io che 2“ Ifay, that by holy ] the Apoſtle means the privi- 
tage of admiſſion to bapti/me, becauſe in bapriſme they were re- 
ceived into the Church, and ſo made relatively holy ; And the 
very ſame was the Jewes notion of holyneſs, when called: 
aptiſmes: 
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baptiſmes, Sanftifications, and conceived thoſe that were unclean 
to be made holy by thit means, This holyneſs is the terme of the 
motion in both their uſages of the word. 

To the 3*, 1. I ſuppoſe it evident by my interpretation, that the 
holyneſs which belonged to the believers children was a priviledge, 
and that not common to the unbelievers children, unleſs they were 
by the charity of the Church or ſome member thereof ( having 
power, and aſſuming to make uſe of that power, to bring them 
up in the knowledge of their baprſmal vow) brought to bapri/me, 
and then thoſe ſnpplied the place of the parents, and the children 
equally received the ſame beneſit by that charity, as if their own 
parents had done it for them ; and there being no reaſon here offe- 
red to the contrarie, but a reference to another place, which I have 
not commodity to conſult or examine, there is nothing that exacts 
any farther reply trom me. 

The ſame will ſatisfie the latter part of this laſt ſug geſtion, for to 
prove that if there were a privi/edge, yet it might not be bapti/me, 

he produceth this reaſon, that bapri/me according to the fathers opi- 
nion and practice belonged to unbelievers children alſo, if they were 
brought.whichbeing willingly granted, & ſo the matter cleared, that 
the children of believers were to be admitted to bapti/me,when the 
very unbelie vers children,if brought & aſſumed for by others, which 
were not their parents were to be admitted, It certainly followes 
not from thence, that the believers children were not admitted. or 
that their admiſſion was not a priviledge of believers children, For 
ſo ſtill it was, though by parity of reaſon, and by the charity of the 
Church ic was communicated to ſome others: vir. thoſe that were 
brought by friends or guardians, though not by parenry, for ſo ſtill 
this priviledge belonged not to thoſe — children, ho lived 
in their parents power, & were not thus undertaken for by be lie vers. 

The ſhort is, bapri/me was a pri viledge of the believers infants 
undertaken for by their parents, and by azalogie communicated 
to thoſe who were undertaken for by others, whoſe charitie and 
pietie ſupplyed the place of believing parents, but was not com- 
municated ſimply or indifferently to all children of anbelievers, * 
and herein the priv iledge conſiſted. 

As for the other imagined privsledge, which he names,belong- 
ing to znfants, If it be that of real, actual, inward holyneſs, I 
diſcern 
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diſcern not Mr. T. hath any &5n4zefſe to it, (nor can he, without: 
deſtroying his own hypotheſes ) and therefore it matters not what 
others imagine; If it be federal external holynefſe, that I ſup- 
pole to be the ſame with bapriſmal helyneſſe, bapri/me being the 
entrance into that Covenant, And for holyn-ſſe in hope and cam 
. peftation, 1. that cannot denote rut holy (as iy here notes) 
unleſſe by holy we mean in the relative ſenſe, conſecration or 
deſignation to holyneſſe, and then it is all one with baptiſme a- 
gain, the ſolemnity of that conſecration. 
10, Before he leaves the ſurvey of my concluſion, he will again 
reſume what he had ſaid without all degree of truth in the beg in- 
ning, and yet doth it wich great incitation, wy faith he, it « 
falſe that Chriſt founded hu inſtitution in the Jewiſh practice. 
11, But this I ſuppoſein Mr. T. to be no other then a mentirs 
Bellarmine, ot that moſt inartificiall thing, the denying 2 conclu- 
fon which had been inferred by competent premi(ſes, for the 
reaſon added to his negation, that it would utterly overthrow all 
baptiſme after the firſt converſion of progenitors, that hath been 
largely anſwered here, and grounds laid for it in the reſolution of 
the Quere, by the -— practice of baptiz.ing the children of 
natives, as well as of proſelytes, and fo of thoſe that are born ne- 
ver ſo many ages after the firſt conver ſox. And I muſtnot again 
ſo often repeat the ſame thing. 
12. In the ſame canſeleſſe fit of incitation, he farther goes on, 
2%, ſaith he, It # falſe that there ts any evidence in the Apo- 
ſoles words, 1 Cor. 7. 14. of ſuch aCuſtome of beptizing Chri- 
ſtians and their children. But that I humbly conceive, ist deny- 
ing my concluſion again, having all this while laboured to cleat 
this evidence in the tract, and here vindicated it from all ob ei- 
ons, which ſeemed to have the leaſt force in them: And where- 
as he here addes no other reaſon to his negation, but his own 
net thinking that ever any of the Fathers did interpret the Apoſtles 
words as this Doctor deth, adding that Tertullian: words de 
Anima, c. 39. are not an exatt parallel to the Apoſtles ſpeech 
(which I muſt ſuppoſe I have now ſhewed it is) that Ambroſe 
and Hierome interpret them legitimation in birth, Auguſtine 
what way ſerver, net to baptiſm (of each of which I have ſpo- 
ken already alſo) all that I hall — is onely this. 
1. That 
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1. That ſtill if this argument were cy true, yet it is but 
a negative argument 4 teſtimonio , which never was ayaileable 
in any diſpute : 2. That if the Fathers do not fully interpret this 
place as Ino do, yet I haye brought ſome ſuffrages and other com- 
petent grounds out of the Fathers for my way of interpreting it: 
3. That what he hath. ſaid for the invalidating the Teſtimonie 
out of Tertullian hath certainly no force in it, as (hall now briefely 
appear by this view of what he ſaith. 

14. It is this, 1. That the termes candidati ſanctitatis, er deſignati 
ſanctitatis, or candidati fidei in Hieroms Epiſ. 153. to Paul inus, 
do note not that they were bapticed, hut that they were in deſignation 

of being believers and baptized, intended to be holy by the parents, 
ro be pred up to the faith and jo baptized. 2. That what the Doftuy 
talkes of Tertullian 4s ſaying they were holy, i.e. baptized, ex ſemi- 
nis prerogativa,it u a manifeſt miſtake, for 1. The holyneſſe he 
aſcribes to believers children was not onely by prerogative of birth 
bnt alſo ex inſtitut ionis diſciplinaby the diſcipline of their inſtrufti- 
onwhich is afore baptiſme.2.T he prerogative of birth the very words 
of Tertullian ſhew to be no more but thus, that believers children were 
born withont thoſe idolatrous ſuperſtitions which were uſed in the 
birth of infidels children, which he there principally recites, 

To this I anſwer by degrees, 1. By viewing the place in S. 
Hierom , to which he referres me for the explication of the phraſe, 
candidati or deſignati ſanctitatis. That Epiſtle to Paulin is 
haſtily written in anſwer to two queſtions of Paulinus his propo- 
ſing. To the later, being this, qwomodo ſancti ſint qui de fidt lib us, 
i. e. beptizatis naſcantur ( which plainly reterres the matter to 

+ theſe words of the Apoſtles , how the children born of believing 
parents are holy] he gives a very Spurt ſolution, being taken off by 
che haſt of the paß and the multitude of other /erters, he had to 
write, All that he is permitted to ſay is this. De ſecundo proble- 
mate tuo Tertulliamu in libri de monogamia diſſeruit, aſſerens 
ſanctos dici ſidelium filios quod quaſs candidati ſint fidei, & nullis 
Idololatriæ fordibua polluant ur. Simnlque cen ſidera quod & vaſa 
ſarra in tabernaculo legimus, & cætera qu ad ritum ceremonuid- 
rum pertinent, cam utique ſancta eſſe non poſſiut niſi ea que ſen- 
muste vrnerantur Deum. Idiomas igitur Scripturarum eſt ut 
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ſecut & Breſabee ſ auctiſicata dicit ar ad mmi, /na, & ip- 
{um templum andi narium nominatm. Of your {econd probleme 
Tertalian hath diſcauſed in his Both s de monog amia, affirming 
the children of believers to be called boly, becanſe they were as it 
were candidates of Faith, and not polluted with any of the filth of 
iAolat rie. Withall conſider that alſo we read iat the veſſels in 
the tabernacle are holy, and the other things which. belong to the 
| rite of ceremont#s, he yit vi can (really) be holy but what 
have ſenſe, and worſhip God. It us therefore au idieme of the Scri- 
ptures to nſe the word holy for thoſe that are clean, and purified 
and expiated, as Bathſcha is ſaid to be ſanttified from her un- 
cleanneſſe and the temple i called the Sanctuary. And ſo he is 
abruptly broken off, meaning to have ſaid much more on that 
ſubjelt, this, as he ſolemnly proteſts (teſtis eff mibi conſcientie mee 
Der) being but the precinctus & exordium, the preparation 
and beginning of bis interpretation. 

16, If he had gone on to have perfected his anſwer to Paulinas 
guere, he would probably ha ve more perſectly cleared the whole 
difficulty. As it is, here is nothing in the leaſt wiſe to our pre- 
judice, nor to the proving that which Mr. T. undertakes, that 
Tertullians words de Anima do not affirme the baptiz.ing of the 
believers children. 

17. For 1. This of Tertullian is not the place that S, Hierome re- 
ferres to, but ſome other in his Bookes de Moneg. that one Book 
which we now have under that title affording us no ſuch diſcourſe 
on that ſubject, as S. Hierom mentions. 

18. 2%. All that 8. Hierom cites out of that (not this) place of 

Tertullian, is very reconcileable with what Tertullian ſaith in 

this place, and with his opinion that the infants of Chriſtians 

were baptized; for, ſaith he, they were quaſi candidati fidei, 4s it 
were candidates of faith, Candidates were they that Rood for any 
office qui candida ſumpta. veſte conſulatum. preturam &c. poſtu- 
labant, who putting on white garments ſued for any office, and iſo 
candidates of faith, they that /#e, for this condition in the Church 
of Ged, that of n believers, to which by beptiſme they are 
aſſumed, and accordingly were to be brought to the font, like 
luch candidates, in white garments as they that were to be 
[anttified, i. e. baptized, among the Fewer, Exod, 16. 10. 
2 M 2 
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were allo to waſh their clothes or put on clean garments. 

19. Again when he faith of them that — were holy as the weſſels 
of the Temple were holy, thoug they had no ſenſe, this is the 
clear laying of a gronnd, whereby children may be deemed ca- 
pable of this relative holyneſſe, which is to be had by bapri/me, 
though as yet they are not capable (for want of — of 
inherent hol yne ſſe. 

20. Laſtly, when he mentions it as an idiome of Scriprare to call 
them holy: who are cleanſed, purified, expiated, ſpeaking of thoſe 
tegal luſt rations or puriſications, this gives an account of S. Pauls 
ufing the word in the Chriſtian Church for the Chriſtian luſtra- 
tion, purification, expiation, i. e. for baptiſme. 

And by the way, it appears by S. Hiersme chat he uſeth pro- 
© miſcuouſly ſancti and ſantificari, and fo that gives us authority 
to interpret |#x« Rr] in the end of the verſe, in the ſame ſenſe in 
which [ 53/25: ] is uſed in the beginning. for thoſe that are brought 
and received to baptiſme. All which are farre enough fom 2 
ving any of Mr. T. his interefis, and might have inclined him to 
have omitted that teſtimonie of S. Hieromes, if he had more mature - 
ly conſidered of it. 

22, Nay 3. Imuſtadde, that Mr. T. his rendring of candidari and 
de fignati ſandtitatis, and candidati fidei, by being in deſignation 
28 believers and baptized, intended to be holy by the parents, 
to be bred up to the faith and ſo baptized, is a moſt groundleſſe 
inconvenient interpretation For if by holyneſſe and faith be 
meant inherent holyneſſe and faith, then bapriſme it ſelf is the ce- 
remony of conſecrating and 7, ning them to this, and fo prece- 
dent to that bolyneſſe (not ſubſequent to it, as Mr. Z. ſets it) 
and accordingly in the Church writings the word D believers, 
is never beſtowed on any, though of mat ure age and knowledge, 
till after they be bapriz-d, p ννẽ,W-eDand mos illuminate and 
believers being all one, promiſcuouſly uſed for thoſe that have 
received baptiſine, in oppoſition to catechumeni, thoſe that have 
not yet attained it : But if hoſyneſſe and faith be the relative holy- 
—— infants being as capable of that as veſſels in the Temple, ; 
they might be preſemly deſigned and conſecrated to that, and 

not firſt bred xp in the faith, before they were partakers of 
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23. The children of believers, I willingly grant, are preſumed to 
be by them intended to be bred up to the faith, but it that inten- 
tion of theirs bring forth no preſent effect, if they do ner bring 
them thus early, and enter them into the Church by baptiſme, 
why ſhould that bare intention of the parents giye them the ſtyle 
of holy ot ſanfified, or how ſhould thele infant children, which 
may dy before they come to thoſe years, receive any preſent 
priviledge or benefit, by that which is thus farre removed from 
them ? mY 

24. No for the 2* part of this ſuggeſtion, that what 7 ſay from 
Tertullian, that they were holy, i. e. baptized in ſeminis prero- 
gativs, is a miſtake , I muſt anſwer by viewing of the proofs 
of his aſſertion, Firſt, ſaith he, the hol yne ſſe was not one! by pre- 
rogative of birth, but ex inſtitutionis diſciplina, This [ure is 2 
ſtrange proof, It is #ot ſo, becauſe it is not onely ſo, Tis certain 
that Tertullian faith they are holy ex inſtitutionis diſciplina, and 
as certain that they are as much to by prerogative of their birth, 
the words are moſt clear, tam ex ſemrnus prevog ativa quam ex in- 
ſtitutionts diſciplina; and I that never denyedthe ſecond, could not 
be miſtaken in affirming the fitſt. 

25. Some difficulty I ſuppoſe there may be, what Tertullian (who 
did not excell in perfpicnity of expreſſions) meant by inſtir« tions 
aiſciplina. My opinion (gathered from the obſervation of his 
language in other places) is, that he meant the dorine of bap- 
ti/me inftitmred by Chriſt in his Church; for by this it is that 
bapti/me was allowed to thoſe that were ex alternere ſexn ſantti- 

ficato procreati, born of parents of which either of them was Chri- 
iav. 

© q Thus in his Book De Bape. e. 12. he uſes a like- phraſe rigs 
diſciplina religions, to be ſprinkled with the diſtipline of religion, 
meaning evidently being baptized. 

27, By this interpretation of that phraſe, the whole place will be 
moſt clear, in reference to the antecedents, thus, The birth of al 
men by nature brings impurity into the world vggh them; the 
children of heathens have this mightily inhanſed & them by the 
Superſtitions that are uſed before and at, and ſoon after their 

' birth, invitiog the devil to come and take poſſeſſion of them (who 
is himſelf very ready to catch —_ and ſo making them as ſoon 
3 2 
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as born, candidatos damoniorum, candidates of the devils, am- 
bitious to be admitted thus early into their ſervice ; Thus every 
one hath his genius, i. e. his devil aſſigned him from his birth, and 
ſo no birth of any heathen can chooſe but be polluted, Hinc enim 
Apoftolu— for from hence, ſaith he, it i that the Apoſtle affirmes 
that whoſoever 1s born from either parent Chriſtian, is holy both 
by prerogative of ſeed, and by diſcipline of inſtitution, i. e. hath 
one privileage by nature, by his very ſeed(by being born of a Chri- 
ſtian, not an heathen) that he is not ſo polluted by their idolatrous 
ceremonies, and ſo is in ſome degree holy, in that teſpect, not ſo 
polluted as heathen children ate; another priviledge he hath by 
the orders and rites, which Chriſt inſtituted and leit in his Church, 
viz, that of reception to baptiſme, whereby he is conſecrated to 
God, whereas rh children are deſecrated to devils, and in 
that reſpect allo they are called holy by the Apoſtle, citing that 
place, 1 Cor. 7. Ceterum, inquit , immundi naſcerentur, elſe 
were Jour children unclean, but now are they holy, adding that the 
Apoſtle in thoſe words means, that the children of believers are 
deſignati ſanctitatis, that ſure muſt ſignifie that they are initiated 
into Cbrift by the Chriſtian rite or ſign or ceremonie of bapti/me, 
as thoſe which had the heatheniſs ceremonies uſed upon them, 
were candidati demoniorum, candidates of the devils, in the for- 
mer, thus early admitted and initiated into their ſacra- 

How farre now this is from intimating any diſcipline of their 
inſtruction (the word their is clearly inſerted by Mr. T. and in- 
titutio rendied inſtruction, and fo Chriſts inſtitution turn'd in- 
to their inſtruction) I ſhall not now need farther to declare, 
nor to adde ought concerning his other reaion taken from the 
idol atroms Superſtitions, without which they that are born are 
ſaid to be holy, for how farre that hath here place, I have already 
manifeſted alſo. 


29. In this fit of incitation he yer farther proceeds, 3. Saith he, 


it falſe that the Jewiſh practice in baptigzng proſelytes and 
their childrem laid the foundation of infant bapti/me : But as this 
is like the former, a meer denying of my coxcluſion, and ſo againſt 
all rules of diſcourſe, inthe fil place, ſo is it not attempted to be 
proved, fave onely by the negative argument 4 teftsmonio, Neither 
the Scripture, ſaich he, gives any hint thereof, nor any of the 
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antient Chriſtian writers, no nor any of thoſs the Doctor citts, 
ever derives it from the Jewiſh praſtice. | 

9 Bur certainly this is of no force; for 1. So long as none of all 
theſe deny it, to be ſo derived, and when the matter it ſelf 
ſpeaks it and the agreement between what we find in the Chri- 
ſftian Church with what we find among the Jeet, there is no 
want either of truth or ſobriety in my a(ſertgon, that Chriſt inſti- 
tution of baptiſme was founded in the Je practice of bap- 
tizing their natives and their proſelytes, and that their cuſtome 
being to apt i: infant children, Chriſts inſtitution allo being by 
the Apoſtles underſtood to belong tothe infant childrens bapriſme 
was in that reſpe& alſo conformable to the Jewi/h copy, and ſo 
Gill the Jewiſh practixe the foundationof the Chriſtian. 


21+ What he addes from ſeyeral antient teſtimonies ſhortly pointed 


at, that they ſhe w that the Fathers took the bapriſme of infants 
wr to have foundation in the Jewiſh practice, bat in the conceit 
they. bad that bapti/me did regenerate, give grace and [ave, and 
.us neft(ſary for them to enter into the kingdime— hath noth 

of weight in it, For t. Their conceiting that bapriſme had this 
force — Chriſts inſtitution, no way pre judges Chriſt founding 


his isſtitution in the foregoing Jewiſh practice. 


32. Tis as it he ſhould thus argue, the Fathers conceived the Scra- 
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ment of the Lordi Supper to be uſefull for the confirming of our 
faith, therefore chey took that Sacrament not to be founded in 
the poſtcanium of the Fewer. They conceived impoſition of 
hands to conferre a Character on thoſe that were thus ordained 
to holy orders, therefore this was not founded in the Fewiſh cu- 
ftome of receiving Doctors into the Saxhedrim by laying on of 
bands. The foundation of the inſtitution is one thing, and the 
benefits of it being inſtituted is another, and yet both theſe are 
found to belong to the ſame — 

2%, Their very opinion that baptiſine did regenerate, and was 
neceſſary to enter into the kingdome, as it is taken by the Fathers 
from the words of Chriſt to Nicodemns Joh. 3. Except a man be 
born again, v. 3. and that of water— v. 5. (by baptiſm) he can 
not enter into the kingdome of Cod, fo was that ſpeech of Chriſt; 
taken fram che cuſtomary doctrine of the Jewes, among whom 
baptiſne was laid to regenerate , and to enter into the Church, 
as 
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as that was the portal to the kingdowe of God, and accordingly 
when Nicedemus ſeems not to underſtand it, Chriſt appeals to 
the Jews/b doftrine or tradition, Art thou a Ruler, a Maſter in 
Iſrael and knoweſt not theſe things ? and therefore again thole 
perſwaſions of the Fathers are far — unreconcileable with that 
which I have affirmed of the founding the Chriſtian in the Jewiſh 
baptiſme. 

Nay 4. That th Fathers in their diſcourſes of bapti/me do 
ordinarily lay the foundation of it in Moſer or the baptiſme of the 
Jewes (and ſo might as well found the bapti/me of Chriſtian in- 
fants there, the Fewes baptiſme, as hath appeared, belonging to 
ſuch) hath formerly been evidenced from Gregorie Nazianzen, 
Orat. 39. Reede ga) myiyus —ibdarlo: Moons 
and ſo from others allo. 

What he now addes of womens _— among Papiſts and 
the allowance thereof formerly among us, of private bapriſme, of 
the uſe of propounding queſtions to the infant which he is pleaſed 
to ſtyle ridiculous, of the ſwreties anſwering in the childs behalf, 
and expreſſing their deſire to be baptized into the faith recited, 
of the cuſtome of baptizing onely at Eaſter and Whitſontide, of 
ſprinkling or powring water on the face,of a confeſſion in the Pratt. 
Cat. that all men were inſtructed antiently before they were baptiz- 
ed, is all amaſt together, if it might be, to make up one accumu- 

lative argument. but is utterly inſuſſicient to do ſo. All that he con- 
cludes from the mention of all theſe, is but his own reſolution not 
to anſwer the teſtimonies which I had alledged from the Fathers, 
to prove that Infant baptiſme was an Apoſtelical tradition, His 
words aretheſe, upon the mentioning of thoſe particulars [ And 
therefore for the preſent 1 ſhall put by the anſwering of the ſtale and 
rotten allegations ont of the Fathers for infant baptiſme brought 
by the Doctor, becauſe having ſaid ſo much. 

36. Here indeed by his ¶ therefore] I am told the reaſon why he 

was willing to mention thoſe other particulars ſo cauſeleſly and 

unſeaſonably, viz. by way of diverſion (as dextrons perſons are 

wont to do for the removing of difficulties ) to put by rhe anſwer- 

; ing of tbe allegations out f the Fathers, 
37. 


ut Imuſt not thus farre complie with Mr. 7. The main iflue 
of the whole diſpute mult diyolye to this, the doctrim of the anti- 


eint 


* 


Infants Baptiſme. * 


ent Church. in this mattet, For, 1. baptiſme being inſfituted by 
Chriſt long before his cracifixion, and 2. The ferme wherein he 
inſtituted it being not ſer down in the Goſpels, and ſo 3. The Ape- 
ſtles practice being our enely guide for the reſolving ſuch difficul- 
ties as thele, — Bn infants were admittable or no to baptiſne 
(che foundation thereof among the Fewes viſibly belonging to in- 
fants, but it being ſtill peſſle that thi might be changed iu Chriſts 
inſtitution) it is not now imaginable what way ſhould be open 
to us of this age (1600 years after thoſe times) to diſcern, Chrifts 
inſtitution in this matter, but by the words or ations of (ot ſome 
kind of intimation from) the Apoſtles, how they underſtood 
Chriſt inſtitution; WA TIRE pore on” 
38. Of this one place we have 1 Cor. . which comes in incidentally, 
ſpeaking to another matter, and notifies the Apoſtles ſenſe by 
their practice viſibly enough, and defines for the baprizing of in- 
fants in thoſe dayes ; But to them that will not acknowledge this 
ſenſe of thoſe words, how fair and eaſy ſoever, there is but one 
poſſible method remaining in this, as in all other queſtions of falt 
(as evidently this is, whethet in the Apoſtles times and by their 
appointment children were received to baptiſme or no) viz., to ap- 
peal to thoſe that could not be ignorant of this matter, who by 
ſucceſſion and tradition, the one from the other, had the Apoſtles 
practice, the interpreter of their ſenſe of Chriſts inſtitution, con- 
veyed and handed down unto them, and are to us, their late poſte= 
rity, the only competent witneſſes of this matter of fact, and fo 
are in all reaſon to decide the controverſie, and give a final con- 
cluſion to the debate between us. 
39. This therefore being the laſt part of my method in the poſerive 
part of the Reſo/ntion of that Quere, I profeſſe to have laid the 
moſt weight upon it (according to the grounds ſet down in the 
firſt QAuare ang the deciding of ſuch controverſies) and 
conſequently muſt ſtill in ſiſt upon ir, and not be put off by Mr. T. 
his dexterit ie, and that in this matter I may not fail of giving the 
Reader (ome evidence, I ſhall again reſame it, and give him a com- 
petem ſeries of teſtimonies, ſome formerly mentioned, and now 
put more into forme of evidence, and others added to them, ſo as 
to inferte an #niforme. concordant tradition of all the apr: of the 
Church of Chriſt e ven ſince the * times unto this day, for 
| ' the 
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the rec | ;nftints 66 bert . art chut ſhall be the laft art 
of this Reple to Mr. T. and the — whoſe — 
ſions are the contrary, that infant muſt not 


2. 


3. 


E 


| * Hieron. Ep 29. 
' Apoſtolicorum 


temperum vir. 


[| adperſ. Val. 


thus admitred, 
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A Catalogue of Teſtimonies of the firſt apts for Infan bap- 
tiſme, 2 4 Apoftolicalneſs thereof. 1 


—— in with the words of the Apoſtle fo long inſiſted 
A. on, and vindicated from Mr. T. his exceptions, and by ſo anti- 
ent a writer as Tertullian &c. applyed to this matter. 

And that firft Epiſtle to the Corinthians being written at the 
end of his three years ſtay in Aſia Act. 20. 31. i. e. An. Chr. 34. 
I hall there place my firſt reſtsmonie. | 

In the middle of the firſt Centarie S. Paul delivered theſe 


Peres 
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& ſeniorei. Chriſt came to ſave al by bim. 


puerar, & jaw 
7 gi wnto God by hi, Infants ind | 


— 25 


little ones, ren, Pry Jong mew: 77 25 A5 w 

it is evidently his affumation, , that of 1 nfants ( . are 'by 
Chriſt regenerate wnto God, and that muſt be 222 me, that 
lauer of ration, and fo they are ngt, in his opinion extlyded 
from bapti/ Aa che is a teſtimonie of the {+ ſeeds Century, 
not found or ed,» pay cont FI by 1 other of 110 


Is Immediately after Ker follqwed Tertullian in 2 of 
the 2*, and beginning of the 34 Century, a man of great learning 
and a diligent obſeryer and recorder of the cuſtomes and ma, 
of the an — antient Church. Abd. he (ih. de Anima c. 39. affirmes 
it from the Apeſtie, ex [antlificato lteratro er Fade me 
creari, that when either parent is 2 „c ißed or biliever, I. e. 
baptized, = children e horn from chemare fog this 
tam ex ſeminis prevagativs, qu e inſticutions diſci link 
both by hrerogative of Fan var a the diſcs ipline of the int 
tation, i. e. Tac hath been ſhewed) e n 
ſame Apoſtle chat delivered, choſe words, 1 Cor. 7. 4. 

was that the children of believers ſhould be e 
— ts ſanttit atis ac 86 Jv” Foe ſalutis, and evidenein 2 
be means — 2 the following words, of Chrif's 
Job. 3. Unleſſe a man be. born.of water and of. the Spirit, be Bak 
not enter into the hyngdome of FG 25 Th 2 erit ſandt us, al 
not be holy, where bapriſme js. the thing by which \cheſe 
children are ſaid to attain that ſanctiry; — mote he addes in the 
beginning of the next chapter to. the (ume pucpoſe, And ſo he is 
a competent. xi itneſſe for che beginning of that third age, and is not 
found centradicted —— cher p ge bs works, or by any 

time; But on che 

6+ Ovicen, mho died at Tre A p 4 Che. 2 hath three moſt irxe- 
Fragab e teſtignonies for it; firſt an Luk, Han. , 14. Paruxs 
leni nter in rrwiſienem precatorum, wh qnes are baptized 
inte the. remiſſon of fai and js Hee [ole ee in par- 
aunlis. ratio .. vbßſtere, niſi de quo pawlo ante 
dix, Null. mud aulas, &c. How, fen the account of 
beptizing little ones ee to that which. before. 2 
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p. 233+ 


p. 119, 


7 234: 


9. 
® Biblith lod. 1 


ſaid, none is clean from pollution, no not if he be but a day old, 
and per bapts/mi*fdcramentum nativitatis ſordes deponunt ur, 
propterea baytizantur & parvuli, by the ſacrament ff bapti/ſme 
the pollutions of our birth are put off, and therefore little ones are 
baptized. 


7. Secondly, on Leviticu Hom. 8, Requiratur quid cauſe eſt 


cum baptiſma Eccleſia in remiſſionem peccatorum detur, ſecundum 
Eccle ſpe obſervantiam etiam parvulis — dari Let it be 
conſidered what the cauſe is when the baptiſme of the Church us 
given for the remiſſion of ſins, that baptiſme ſhould according to 
the obſervation ( or cuſtome) of the Church be given to little 
ones. 


a Thirdly, on the Epiſtle to the Romans, |. 5. Eccleſia ab Apo- 


ſtolis traditionem ſuſcepit etiam parvulis baptiſmum dare — the 
Church hath received tradition from the Apoſtles to give baptiſme 
to little ones alſo, ſuch little ones ſtill (as by the former words ap- 
pears), as thole of a day old and the like, And fo here is a full cen- 


cord of teſtimonies both for the practice of the Church, and tradi- 
" Tion received from the Apoſtles for baptizing of infants, and fo 


is a farther evidence of the doctrine of the third age, not contra- 
difted by any of that time. 

About the ſame time, or without queſtion ſoon after, wrote the 
[Author (under the name of Dionyſius Areopagita) de Eccl. Hie- 
rarch. For, as by * Photius it appears, Theodorus Preſbyter about 
the year 420. debated the gueſtiow , whether that writer were 
Dionyſius mentioned in the As or no. And of this no doubt hath 
been made but that he was a very ant ient and learned Author. 
He therefore in his * 7. chap of Eccleſ. Hierarch. propoſeth the 
queſtion, as that which may ſeem to prefane perſons (i.e. beathens) 
ridiculous, why mids vmw re Sa ountver ,ie The reefs 
AH Nroylat $102)41851es5 children which cannot yet under ſtand 
divine things are made partakers of the ſacred birth from God, 
i. e. evidently of bapti/me (mel 7% , Ppipn Hg concerning 
the baptizing of infants, faith Maximus his Scholiaſt) adding 
to the hive head alſo, that ve avniy Hege mis AN gan * 
ds led / cunoNesy others in their ſtead pronounce the abrenuncia- 
tions and divine confeſſions, And his anſwer is, 1. that mw F 
vp var awouirur, eames i xe $rorpereis many things which are 
wnknows 
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unknown by us 'why they are done, have yet canſer worthy of 
God, 2.05 9 Sei Tr αιπνανν gay, Fn N, i liese 
meds $agyaia; wunverres meg bones 646 Rds Deynazy, that we 
affirme of this the ſame things wbich our divine "officers of the 
Church, being inſtrufted by devine tradition, have brought down 
unto 14, and again, tim , e ie 2 W100 ic vViy MAU 
ee l dai rt Prion xg74 mord's v led Fiery vun divine 
gnides (i. e. the Apoſtles, Tv; Aregdkug enn; laich Maximus ) 
conſidering this , appointed that infants ſhould thus be admitted 
according to the ſacred manner, nothing can be more clear then 
that the Apoſtolical tradition is by this antient and elegant wris 
ter vouched for the baptizing. of infants, as a ſufficient account 
of that matter, againſt the reproaches and ſcoffes of profane, or 
heathen men, who deemed it unreaſonable. And fo there is a moſt 
convincing teſtimonie for that time, wherein that author wrote, 
which muſt needs be in the fourth Century before Theaderus 
Preſbyteys debating the rw concerning him, but moſt pro- 
bably mote anrie*?, and lo to be placed in this third age. 

ro. la the midſt of this chird age, An. Chr. 248. was F. Cyprian 
made Biſhop of Carthage, and ten years after he ſuffered mar- 
tyrdome, i. e. 158 years after the age of the Apoſt let. In the 
year 257 he fat in Councell with 66 Biſhops (ſee Juſtellus in 
his Pre face to the African Canons p. 21.) and their decrees by 
way of Synodical Epiſtle are to be ſeen in his Ep. 58. ad Fidum 
fratrem, which is now among his works, Pamel. Edit. p. 80. 
The Councell was in anſwer to ſome queſtions about baptiſme, 
and accordingly he there ſets down his own opinion, together 
wich the decrees of that Councell of 66 Biſhops which were aſſem- 
bled with him; And fo this, as it is an antient, fo it is more 
then a ſingle reſtimonie, that of a whole Conncell added to it; and 
yet farther, to increaſe the anthority of it, S. Auguſtine Cites 


Ep. af. ad Hi 


this Epiſtle more then once, and ſets it down almoſt intire, 2 
a teſtimony of great 2 againſt heretikes, and ſo tis cited by . & Remi; 
I. 3. dial. 


S. Hierome alſo, 


contr: Pelag. c. 6, 7, 8, 9. 


11. In this Epiſtie the queſtion being propoſed by Fidus, whether . 4. contr. 
infants might be baptized the 2* or 30 day, or whether, as in E. Peg. og 
cireumcifion the 8 day were not to be expected, he anſwers in Fu * 43 


the name of the Councel, Driverſi judicavimw, twas the reſe- 
Na Intion 


— 
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duties or ſentence of all, nulli howinum nato wilcricordiaw Dei 


& gratiam tenegandaw, that the mixcy and grace of God was 


mor to be denyed to any humane birth, to any child, though never 
ſo young,'(by that pra [ mercy and grace of God] evidently 
meaning buptiſme, the rite of conveighing them to the baptized ) 


zatlding, that tis not to be thought that this grace which is given to 
the baptized;pro tate accipiantium vel minor vel major tribuitur, 
i gi ven to them in a greater or leſſe degree in reſpect of the age of 
the receivers ; and that God 4s he accepts not the perſon, ſo nor 
the age of any, confirming this by the words of S. Peter AF, 10. 
that nene was to be called common or unclean, and that if any were 
to be ler from buptiſme, itſhould rather be thoſe of full age, 
who have committed the:greater ſfins;and that ſeeing thoſe when 
they come to the faith ate not prohibited bapti/me, quanto magis 
prebiberi non infant, qui recent natus nihil peccavit, niſi 
qròd ſecundum Adam carnaliter natus contagium mortis antique 
prima nativitate contraxit? qui ad remiſſam peccatorum accipi- 
endam hoc ipſo faciliùs accedit, quod ills remittuntur non propria 
ſed aliens peccata, bow much more onght not the i _ tobe for- 
-bidden, who being new born, hath no ſin upon him, but that which 
by bis birth from Adam he hath contracted as ſoon as he was bory, 
who therefore ſhould more eaſily be admitted to pardon, becauſe they 
Are wot his n, hut others fins which are then remitted to him. Con- 
cluding that as none were by the decree of that Councel to be refuſod 
. baptiſme, tam magu circa infantes iyſes & recent nates ober- 
vandum arque retinendum, ſo this was the rather to be ebſorved 
and retained about infants and new born children. 
Thus much and more was the ſentence of that antient Father 
and that Counce l, and as the ocea ſion of that determination was 
not any antipadoluptiſt doctrine (there had no ſuch then ſo. much 
as lookt into the Church, that we can hear. of) but a conceit of 
one, that it ſhould be deferr'd to the8® day, which was as much 
s#faxcy as the firſt (and ſo both parties were equally contrary to 
the Antipadobaptiſts intereſts, the condemned, as well, as the 
; Fadger). fo thatit was no rew-dofireve that was then decrerd, or 
peculiar to S. Cyprian (who had one ſingalar epinios iu the Mat- 
ter of haprifme ) appears alſo both by theconcurrence of tha ve 
. Comcel :that convened wich him, aud by the eypreſſe words of 
| Saint 
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Saiat Angaſtine Ep. 28. at Hrerowm: Bears { ypriaens new 
aliquod — condens noh [rd eur ii is fidem firm 
ſervans — mox natum ritt baptic.ari poſſe cum ſui quibuſdam 
coepiſcopic cenſuit, Bleſſed ( yprian , ſiith tie, nor muking any new 
decree, but keeping the faith of the Church moſt firme, decreed with 
4 ſet number of his fellow Biſhops, that a child new-boyn might 
fitly be baptiz.ed. Which ſhewes it the refolution of that Fat 
alſo, that baprizizg of Infants was the faith of the Charch be- 
fore Cypriens time, not onely the opinion, but the Faith, which 
gives it the authority of Chr iſt and his Apoſtles, 

13. la che next or fourth Century, about the year of Chriſt 370. 
flouriſhed Gregorie Narian cen, and dyed in the year 389. who 
thoughhe be by Mr. T. affirmed to difſnade from it but in caſe of 
neceſſity by reaſon of apparent danger of death, will yet give an evi- 
dent trſti monie of the doctris of theCharch of that age in this matter. 

14+ In the * oration written on this ſubject of Bapriſme having * Paris Edit; - 

gone through all che ages of man to demonſtrate a propoſition pre- Lem 1. P. 648, 

miſed by him, * 4dows Mug Zafvler, mens ies fle, that it “. 7. P. 
belongs tocurry ayer and ſort of life ) he at length comes to 
the conſideration of infancy, in theſe words, Nimdy Ni o, wi 
refine ier i Nu, ch Syigus Ann , JE rvyar ,- 
Ty dh If thou haſt an infant, let not iniquity get time, let * — — Tas 
it be ſanctiſied (certainly baptized) in infancy, let it in the tender — — 
age be conſecrated to Gods ſpirit, and whereas the heathens uſe mu- 6 
* lets and charmes to ſecure their child en. Ps a0 Thy Jud u 8 pi. 643.6 
ah Y l pranxliproy, dr you give it the Trinity ( the Fathers 
the Sonne and the Holy Ghoſt in baptiſme) that great and good 
phylacterie, or preſervative, A plain teftimonie of the Churches 
doftrine at that time. 
Afterwards in the * ſame oration he returns to this matter again, f. 658. 4 
Ti N dv Uno afth yy Arn zyler, what, faith be, will you © 
ſay concerning thoſe that art yet children, and neither know the 
loſſe nor are ſenſible of the grace of baptiſme, ſhall we alſo baprize 
them ? And his anſwer is Taru, &'mp ms dre A. * H 
NA i 4143 hbas, ü παονννεπẽuανννν,, Tes by all 
meant, if any — preſſe, ti better they ſhould be ſanfified 
(baptized) when they have no ſenſe Fit, then that they ſhould dy 
— » #ninitiared, adding for proof of this the dA 
* 
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ar Cirenmciſion on the ei heh day, which was, ſaich he, uus 
Ts 00228 an initial ſeal, and yet mis doug. apronzouivn, wſed 
to thoſe that had no uſe of reaſon, and ( in a lower degree ) the 
anointing of the poſts, which were inſenſible alſo, was yet a means 
of ſaving the firſt -bory. 

16. After this, tis true that he proceeds to conſider thoſe children, 
that axe not in any danger of death, and of them he gives his opi- 
nion (Show yrepny , in the ſty le which S. Paui uſeth, when he 
ſpeaks his own (enſe, as that is other from the reyealed will of 
Chriſt ) that ſtaying about three years, at which time they may 
be tanght to anſwer ſomewhat, though they wnderftandit not per- 
fectly, ic ayatey x; u M,νj, x) avuale T6 wdhy wont f T4 
Ade, by this means they may be baptixed, ſouls and bodies, by 
thus great Sacrament of initiation. | : 

17- Butof this, 1. It is is clear that it no way prejudges the. dot rin 
and practice of the Church formerly ſet down, — approved by 
him, that if ant children, indefinitely conſidered, might be bap- 
tized, and if danger approched, muſt, how young: ſoever they 
were ; which is as contrary to the Antipedebaprih, and ſo to 
Mr. T, as any thing. 

18, 2. That it is but his yy@un or private opinion pretending 
not ſo much as to any part of the Church of that, or former ages 
to a#thorize it. | 

19. 3%, That the ſtate of children being ſo weak. and uncertain, 
that tis hard to affirme of any that they are not ( for the firſtthree 
years) in any danger, his couneſi for deferring will hardly be 
ever pratticable to any. 

20. 4. That the deferring, of which Nazianzen ſpeaks, is moſt 
probably to be underſtood of thoſe whoſe parents are newly con- 
verted, and themſelves doubt whether they ſhall be yet baptized 
or no, for to ſuch he ſpeaks in that place from p. 654. A. 

21. Laſtly, That the deferring till three years old, if it were allowed, 
would no way ſatisfie the Antipedobaptiſts pretenſions,and ſo till 
the former paſſages ought be of force with all, and no heed given to 
the whiſpers of Mr. 7. and others, as if this holy Father diſſnaded 
bapti/me in any age wnleſſe in caſe of danger, when he clearly 
faith, U bu aa dee die, let bim in the tendereſt age be bap- 
tized and conſecrated to the Spirit. 


In 
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22. la the ſame Century S. Ambroſe muſt be placed, being a wri- 
ter about the year 380. he in his 10 Book, Ep. 8 . ad Deme- 
triad. Virg. 1 aking of thoſe that made Adams ſin no otherwiſe 
hurt full to poſterity, then by the example (exemplo non tranſit u 
nos ui ſſe) he preſſech it with this principal abſurdity, Hinc eva» 
cuatio baptiſmatis parunlorum, thu evacuates the baptiſme of 
infants, which ſhuld then be capable of adoption onely, but not of 
ardon. 4 
23. And in like manner on Luke, b fordans being dri ven back, 
ſaith he, are ſignified the myſteries of bapti/me, per que in primor- 
dia nature ſu = baptizati fuerint parvuli 4 malitia refor- 
mantur, by which the little ones that are baptized, are reformed 
from their malignity to the firſt ſtate of their nature. 
24. In the beginning of the next or fift age, flouriſhed S. Chryſo- 
ſtome, that famous Biſhop of Conſtantinople whoſe death is placed 
in the year of Chriſt 407. he in his hemilie to the Neophy:i hath 
theſe words, u w x 74 mudia H f “d ier euapmuare tx 
1 for this cauſe (i. e. becauſe there be ſo many benefits of 
baptiſme, there recited, ten in number) we baprize children, 
though they have not ſins. 
25. Which words are the more worth remembring, becauſe they 
had the hap to be made uſe of by the Pelagians, and conſequent- 
ly vindicated by S. Auguſtine, The Pelagians urged them in this 
orme, Hac de cauſa etiam infantes baptiz; mus, cum non ſint coix- 
quinati peccato, for this cauſe we haptixe infanti,when they are not 
polluted with fin, underſtanding it of original fin, but S. Auguſt ine 
appealing to the Greek, ſhewed that the right rendring was, 
quamvis peccata non babentes, although they had not fins, i. e. 
propria, their own or act ual ins, of which theſe infanti were not 
ſuppoſed to have any. 
26. So in his 4 Homilie on Geneſis, ſpeaking of bapti/me as of £ 
the Chriſtian circumciſion, among other things he affirmes of it, ao — 
d p10 troy Eye ue, d Eng: x) U acwgy nν,C, 3 e, 21. p. 323. 
U avlp 7G Y ,s me Teviku iF a Thu NTν,eεᷣu⁰ T. . p 323. 
il ould, it hath no determinate time but ti lawful both in the |. 11. So Hain. 
firſ# age (the childhood, ſo doyG- 1nixie fignifies , with him, P; 337-1, 42. 
* elſewhere applied to the time of circumciſion on the 8* day, e 78. 
Iv d d ddpp dE xepiricry — ) and in the middle, and in alben The 
O ola miias 
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old age it ſelf, to receive this circumcifion made withont hands. 
la the ſame Centurie, very few years after, if not before C bry- 
ſoſtome, S. Hierome mult be placed, born in the year 342. and 
deceaſed in the year 420. And he in Ep. 7. to Lets telling-her 
that whileſt the child was yong and not come to Pythagorar's Y. 
the biviam or two wajes, the knowledge of good and evil, tam 
bona ejus quam mala parentibus imputantar, his good or evil 
deeds are imputed te the parents, addes that this muſt needs be 
acknowledged, »iſi forte exiſtimas Chriſtianornm filios, ſi bap- 
tiſina non receperint, ipſes tantum reos eſſe percati, & non etiam 
ſetlus referri ad eos qui dare noluerint, maxime illo tempore quo 
contradicere non poterant qui accepturi erant, ſicut e regione ſalus 
infantum majorum lucrum eſt. Vnleſſe, ſaith he, you believe that 
Chriſtians children, if they receive not bapti/me, are the onely per- 
ſons that are guilty of the ſin,and that the offence is not charged on 
them nhich would not bring them to baptiſme, at that time eſpe- 
cially, wherein they that were to receive could not contradict, as on 
the ot her fide the ſalvation of infants is the gain of the elder, adding 
that the parent which was thus to prepare his child for the Kings 
i. e. Chriſts embraces, ſi negligens fuerit, punietur; ſhall, i 

be negligent therein, be puniſhed. 

Words of no very conformable aboad to the oppoſes of Pads. * 
baptiſme, I wiſh Mr. T. whothioks fic co make uſe of S. Hieromes 
name (it now appears how luckily) would be at leiſure to conſider 
them | 


So lib. 3. contr: Pelag. the queſtion being asked by Crits, Qua- 
re infantuli baptizent ur, why infants are baptized, the anſwer. is 
male by Atticu, Ut ew peccata in baptiſmate dimittantur, 
that their fins may be pardened in baptiſme, and again, qui 

arvalus eſt, parentis in bapriſmo vinculo ſolvitur, the infant *t 
o. Freed in bapti/me from the band of Adam: (in. 

Panlinns, we know. was his Contemporarie, and from him we 
have this reſt imonie, Ep. 12. Inde parens ſacro ducent de fonte 
ſarerdos, I nfantes ni veos cerpore, corde, habitu The Prieſt brings 
the infants out of the font white as ſnow in body, in heart, in habit. 

Next to theſe ſucceeds S. Aaguſtine, who died in the 30 year 
of this 5* age, and was the great champion of the Church againſt 
albthe invaders of the depetum committed to it. His paſſages = 

þ b 


| ew Baptifme. 


this ſubject are to many to be enumerated, and ſome of them have 
already been ſet down in the Reſo/. of the Qnere p. 217. making 
it the perpet aal doctriue of the whole Church of all ages before him 
and expteſsly including that of the Apoſtles. 
32. So de Bap: contra Donat. I. 4. c. 23. Yned tradition tenet 
uni ver ſit as Eccleſie cum parvuli infantes baptixantur, qui certè 
nondum poſſunt c orde credere ad juſtitiam, & ore confiters ad ſalu - 
tem & tamen nnllus Chriſtianorum dixerit cos inaniter bapti- 
cari. This ts held 48 tradition by the Univerſal Church, when 
little infants are baptiz:d, which are [ure yet unable to believe 
With the heart or to confeſſe with the month, and yet no Chriſtian 
will ſay that they are baptized to no purpoſe: ( a ſevere ſentence 
again for the Antipædobaptiſt) adding the Eccleſiaſtical rule by 
which to judge of Apoſtolical tradition, and evidencing the be- 
nefit of infant baptiſme by the example of circumciſion, that as 
in Iſaac, circumciſed the eighth day, the ſeal of the righteonſneſſe 
of faith preceded, and the 2 it ſelf followed in his riper 
nee by his imitating his Fathers faith, ita & in baptixatu in- 
l pracedit regenerationis Sacramentum, & fs Chriſtia- 
nam tenuerint pietatem, ſequitar in corde converſio, cujus y- 
ſterium preceſſit in corpore, ſo alſs in baptized infants the $Sa- 
crament of regeneration prevedes, and if they bold faſt Chriſtian 
piety, converſion in the heart followes, the myſtery whereof had been 
formerly received in the body. 
33: So De verb: Apoſt. Serm. 14. being come to handle this ſub- 
ject of the bapti/me of infants, he begins thus, ſolicitos autem 
no: fork non ipſa ſemtentia jam olim in Eccleſia Catholica ſumma 
tate fandate, ſed —_—_— quorundans—— T he dotrine 
it ſelf gives us no trouble, being long ſince founded in the — 
Church by the higbeß anthority ( that ſure muſt be by Chriſte 
and the Apoſtles) but the diſputings of ſome mer and agaoe, 
Non enim queſtio eft inter nos & ipſes, utrum parvuli bapti þ 
fint, Baptixandoseſſe * nemo dubitat, quando nec illi biuc 
dnbitant qui ex alterd parte contradicunt — the queſtion betmiæt 
them and u 14 not, whether infants ave to be baptized; Let no 
man make doubt of this , ſteing neither do they dowbe of this 
which contradift us in the other queſtion concerning the benefit 


it, 
7 O 2 | And 


i 
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34. And again, in a farther proceſs with thoſe di/paters, Dic mihi, 
obſecre te, paruulis baptiz.atis Cbriſtus aliquid prodeſt, an nil 
prodeſt? Neceſſe eſt ut dicat prodeſſe, Premitur mole matris Ec- 
cleſia. Doth Chriſt profit infants that are baptized, or doth he 
not ? He muſt needs ſay that be doth profit, he i preſt with the 
weight. of the Church our mother. 

35. And again, autboritate reprimuntur Eecleſia, fi enim dixerint 
Chriſt um nihil prodeſſe baptizatis infantibus, nihil aliud dicunt 
quam ſuperflue baptizantur infantes- They are repreſt by the 
authority of the Church, for if they ſay that Chriſt profits not in- 
fants baptized, they plainly affirme that infants are ſuperflu- 
ouſly baptized, but this thoſe very beretikes (the Pelagians) di- 
cere non audent, dare not ſay, and ſo were faine to ſecure their 
hypotheſis by another evaſion, viz. that they were baptiz'd 
not for ſalvation but for the kingdome of heaven. 

36. And yet farther, Hoc habet aut hori tas matris eccleſie ," hoc 
fundatus veritatys obtinet canon, contra hoc robur, contra hunc 
ine æpugnabilem murum . quiſquis arietat ipſe confringitur. 
Fundata iſta res eft, ferendas eſt peccator errans in alits ques + 


ſtionibus — non tantum progredi debet, ut & fundamentum 
ipſum eccleſie quatere moliatur. This the authority of our 
mother the Church is poſſeſt of, this the grounded Canon of truth 
holds faſt ; againſt this fort, this invincible wall whoſoever 
makes _ „i broken to pieces. This is a grounded thing : Hee 


1 tobe born with who erres in other queſtions, but he muſt not 
proceed thus far (as the Antipedobapriſt certainly doth) as to 
indeavour to ſhake the very foundation of the Church, i. e. cer- 
tainly a doctrine laid by the firſt planters of the faith, Chriſt and 
the Apofles themſelves. 

37. So Ep. 89. Non eſt ſuper fluus baptiſmus parualorum, ut 
qus per generationem illi condemnations obligats ſunt, per rege- 
nerationem ab eadem liberentur. The baptiſme of infants is not 
ſmper fluows, that they who by their birth are bound ta that condem- 
nation which came by Adam, Sud be freed from it by regene- 
ration, and more tothe ſame purpoſe in that place. 

. Soin Enchirid, c. 42. 4 parvule recens nato uſque ad decrepi- 
tum ſenem, ficut nullus prohibendus eft à baptiſme, ita nullus 
eſt qui non peccato moriatur in baptiſmo, From the infant new 
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born to the decre pit old age, ar neue to be eps 9 
ſo there 1 none * to fon in baptiſme. 


Which words are ſoon-after tranſcribed. by Lee (ad Fpiſe. 


Aquileg : ) who was advanced to the Papacie about the year 
o. 

* ? About this time was the Epiſtle of the Councel of Carthage 

veritten to Innocent ius (made Biſbap of Rome a bout the year 4c.) 
In which theſe words we find by way of Decree, 2 nicwnque neg at 
parvulos per baptiſmum Chriſti à perditione liberari & ſalutem 
percipere ſempiternam, anathema fit, whoſoever denyes that Infants 
are by the baptiſme of Chriſt freed from perdition and receive 
eternal life, let him be anathema, 

41. About the ſame time, whileſt Innocentius lived (and to the 
ſ me purpoſe ) was the Milevitan Canon, at which S. Angu- 
ſtine was preſent, a Biſbop in that Councel. This hath been ſet 
down in the Reſol: of the Quære, p. 219. and is an evident te- 
ſtimonie that this doctrine was ſuch as Eccleſia Catholica nbique 
diffuſa ſemper intellexit, the Catholike. Church every where 


diffuſed, alwaies underſtood and aſſerted, and lo it is that Councelt 


witneſs of the Apoſtolicalneſs of it. 

42. Totheſe it were eaſy to adde Theodoret allo, and Leo (altea- 
dy cited) ſoon after him, both falling within the former part of 
that fift Centurie, and in every age after this, ore — But 
the queſtion is not. and in any realon cannot be extended to thoſe 
times, the clear definitions through all thoſe firſt ages, being all 
that could be required to decide the contrever ſie concerning the 
matter of fact, whether it were praiſed or not practiſed by 
the Apoſtles. 

43. And having ſo largely deduced them, it is not imaginable what 
ſhould be now wanting to the completing of the evidence, when 
I have onely added, that there is no one teſtimonie of diſſent, either 
pretended or prodacible from the — of all choſe firft ages, 
nor conſequently the leaſf appearance of obſtacle, why the recei- 
ving of Infants to baptiſme ſhould not be reſolved the dof#rin 
and practice of the firſt and pureſt ages of the C hurch, avouched 
and teſtified to be delivered to them by the Apoſtles of Chriſt, 
who could not miſtake his meaning ii the Iuſt it ution. 

44. What artifices the Antepedobaptiſt -_ make uſe of to caſt 4 

3 mi 


— . 
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miſt before our eyes, in the midſt: of fo much light, I can no way 

divine: ſure I am that the prejudices which Mr. T. bath in few 

words inde voured to infuſe (as that ſome are counterfeit authors, 
ſome ſuſpected ſome miſinterpreted; that ſome maintained infant 
bapti/me but in caſe of danger of death, that others which avouc hed 
this, avouched either Rebaptization or Communion of Infants 
alſo) are all of them anjuſt and cauſeleſi, and have ſeverally and 
punitually been prevented in one or both of theſe diſcourſes, and 
ſo there remains not the leaſt ſcruple of difficulty, that I can fote- 
ſee in this matter, to adde to the bulke of this vindication. 

45 · Ged aſſiſt it with his bleſſing to the diſabuſing thoſe that are 
Rwy and regaining them to the waies of Peace. 
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